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'Ildiko' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear All,

I have been so busy for the last weeks that I have hardly had chance
to read more than a few postings let alone write. However I would 
like to start contributing again.

I am leaving for my vacation with my latest girl-friend to a sunny
European country next week, so I will be out of touch again until
September.

Where we are going is a great places to meet girls younger than
ourselves and I already have young friends there. We plan to hang out
at the naturalist beaches and generally have a good time, my boyfriend
will join us after a few days.

I just wanted to let you know about three girls that I met through a
friend while I was working in another European country. They were 12,
13 and 12 again, and we met at a sports event where they were
competing, after the meeting I drove them to the home of one of the
girls where we had the evening together alone.

After we all watched a romantic video we discussed relationships and
eventually sex. All of the girls said they masturbated on a regular
basis and two of them had had sex with older girls, and the other had
regular sex with a much older boy. None of them saw anything wrong
about being sexual with people they liked and two of them said they
would be happy to have a much older boyfriend if he was nice.

One girl had been masturbated by an adult male neighbour when she
was eight and she said that she hadn't been scared and had 
enjoyed the experience.

I am more convinced than ever that young girls can enjoy sexual
experiences that they feel they have control over.

I will write again when I get back from my vacation. I certainly
expect that we will meet some young girls who will want to 
spend time with us.

Best wishes to all

'Ildiko'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Quilty' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks once again, Ianthe, for all your kind work on our behalf. The 
clippings round-up has come to be an important part of the week 
(since I don't subscribe to the NY Times).

Today I saw the new '98 style PARENT TRAP which made me long for 
camp. Well of course there's good news and bad news. The bad 
news is the script is almost identical to the first round and 
there's no "dress-cutting reprisal" scene and even less bathing 
suits. The good news is Lindsay Lohan is sensational! She 
outdoes Hayley [Mills?] at the prim Brit vs laid-back California 
girl personality split. (My publisher thinks it's hilarious that 
Quilty's Guide is gonna have so many Disney flicks in it!!)

   [ Glad to hear it's still forging ahead.  I found out the 
     other day that there were _two_ re-makes of "Madchen in
     Uniform" - check the Movie Database online. ]

The movie was shown as a sneak preview, but there were only 
a few families there. But oddly about half a dozen single 
older guys tucked away in the corners of the cinema, looking 
inconspicuous. Maybe some of you?!

After a long drought, Univision, the Mexican teevee station 
came up with a humdinger. A new one-hour show tonight called 
"Festival todos a cantar", with the up 'n' coming stars of the 
future, singing 'n' dancing. It blew my mind. If this is 
going to be on regularly I'm getting hooked up to cable or 
a sattelite dish, because my reception was shitty. It was like 
the old (Ed McMahon) Star Search shows, but only kiddy 
talent, and mostly girls 9 to 11!!! The opening act was a 
girl of about 6 in a short outfit and I'm not lying, she 
danced with Frankenstein's monster!!! Later on they had 
catholic schoolgirl dancers -- age from 7 to 12 I'd say, 
about 9 of them (brunettes), twirling and dancing in red 
plaid jumper dresses and kneesocks. Other acts in different 
costumes too (some trying hard to be sexy), but the 
schoolgirl ones did it for me. I'm a man of simple tastes...

'Quilty'
--------------------------------------------------------------------


'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Soft & Gentle' wrote:
>I remember the long walk we took in the national park 
>holding hands. Playing at the pools or at the playground 
>on the swings.

These indeed are the precious memories. I just wish
I was taking them to the park instead of meeting them
there ;-) But even at that, I haven't seen any of the girls
I had met for a couple of months now since my car has
been in disrepair and my son (the reason for being at
the park) has been out of town on a summer job.
Thank you again for renewing my hopes.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>So I am not always prepared to take responsibilty for what 
>happens in the world around me. I do like the idea of being 
>active but I'm struggling inside myself at the moment. If you 
>have any ideas, let me know. I'm sorry, I don't know what the 
>number for that law is.

There is no need to sacrifice your freedom or piece of mind
over some sort of activism. You must be secure with yourself
first. I was not trying to accuse you. I will investigate the 
Second Chance Bill myself. I'm glad your vote counted when 
you did :-)

As to the struggle: we all struggle; either with ourselves or
those around us who refuse to try and understand us. My advice
is to be convinced in your own mind first so you will be able to
stand firm against the attitudes and actions of your adversaries
while attempting to enjoy life and give love to those who will
take it. A tall order; but attainable (I hope - hehe)

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Noggin' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Are 'celibate' pedophiles trying to deny that they
(we?) have sexual passion or does celibate (merely?) 
mean acknowledging you have the passion (to whom 
you want to) but just not acting on it?

'Noggin'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tommer' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

The Julie & FFB Dilemma...

Thought I would fill you in on the next visit when I got to see 
Julie again, last April of '97... 

Since that wonderful night in Aug. '96 when Julie and I were up all
night having fun with each other, I had talked with her mom (The "FFB"), 
off and on, usually when SHE would call me because I was a busy guy
but the way I tolerated her was to sip beers late at night and then 
I kinda enjoyed hearing her goings ons and I always asked how Julie 
was doing but never enough back then to make her think I was more 
interested in J.  I remember when she told me Julie started her 
period for the first time which was about 4 months since I had 
seen her. 

The main thing that started me really thinking about Julie again was
right after Christmas... the FFB told me all of a sudden that Julie
really likes me and was always thinkin about me and wanted to hear my music
again... She said "I want to hear Tom's [...] music again!".  

I immediately asked if I could talk to Julie and the next thing I knew I was
talking to the most cheerful enthusiastic little girl I forgot all about!

We talked for about 3 hours that night while the FFB was asleep... I
promised I would call again on Friday night and she would answer the phone
right at midday when I usually got home from [dance records]
which I like to do every Friday night.  I was late that night and she was
waiting for me but fell asleep by the time I called.. :-( Instead I ended
up talking to the FFB...  >:-(  Oh well, I ended up calling and talking
to my buddy the next night and we talked and talked from about 12 to 4:30
in the morning....  her telling me everything under the sun from her
favorite TV shows, friends to all her pets like her goldfish, cats etc.  I
loved listening to her short choppy cackle and giggle as she talked in her
down to earth accent... The only thing frustrating for me is half
the time I couldn't understand what she was saying and I felt guilty each
time asking her to repeat things but I enjoyed pacing around my apt.

Sipping ice cold beers which I had a system of rotation from the fridge to
the freezer so that each one was cold enough to form ice crystals as I
drank.... ;-)  I found myself falling in love with this 13 year old.  I
called her "My Buddy"... I promised her I would show her how to make a clay
animation film, she promised me she would show me her favorite fishing hole
near [a town] where she would go by herself and catch fish, clean and
cook them right on the spot!  We had quite a lot of these "all nighters"
over the phone which ran my phone bill to around $[...] a month!  When I
finally got on line we e-mailed each other with cute notes. She called
herself "[sci-fi character]"... 

Well I finally talked the FFB into coming up for a 4 day weekend visit
which almost didn't happen because she started suspecting that something
wasn't right with the picture and wanted me to REALLY tell her what I
thought of her... I had like always would beat around the bush and veered 
off onto another subject but when I got desperate to see them and 
ultimately Julie, I broke down and sweet talked the FFB into coming up.  

Well, when they finally arrived, they met me at work late at night and
right away I saw Julie as she was waking up in the front seat of the car, 
her hair was longer and she had gotten a tiny bit bigger like the FFB
said... I was also once again reminded of the size of the FFB
herself... It took 2 to 3 arm lengths to get them around her but I figured
I had to show her at least SOME physical attention, a co worker suggested
I just keep drinking beers and maybe I could stomach it... I tried but just
couldn't even kiss her... To me it would be like kissing a dog's butt...

I was mad at her for shooing Julie off to bed while I tried to show her a
movie she picked out and had her sitting right by me.  Julie and her
sister were sleeping in my huge bed which the FFB was going to join
later while I stayed on the couch...  While I unfortunately had the FFB
snuggled up to me at an eventual point I had to tell her that I was going
to have to go take out my contact-lenses in the bathroom where Julie was
and when she realized that it meant I needed to walk thru the bedroom the
girls were in, all of a sudden that fat face looked up at me as she
said: "WELL YOU SHOULD HAVE THOUGHT OF THAT BEFORE I PUT THEM TO BED!" 
meaning I might see Julie undressed... I think at that point she was already
suspecting I was attracted to Julie and probably got advice from her
friends about me.

BTW  "FFB" stands for Fat F***ing B*tch!

The next day I took them to my favorite BBQ place in Rockville and then
they rode with me on the job around Washington DC as I got a lot of footage
especially of Julie singin' along to the Spice Girls in the back seat of my
car... It was sooo cute!  Later I took them to [a movie] and had Julie
sit by me  :-) but the FFB was getting more and more suspicious and even a
bit jealous.  

Then the next day I took them all to the Museum and the Natural
History Museum and got plenty of photos of Julie, she wore this loose cute
shortall outfit but because it was cold and rainy that day she wore my
jacket over her the whole time and I couldn't get the right shot I wanted
of her but I did get plenty on tape.  Well by the 3rd day the FFB was
making sure I didn't sit by Julie like when we saw [another movie] and 
a couple other situations like in the restaurants etc... bottom God awful 
truth was that the FFB came up from Florida to "get it on" with me and I 
wanted to be with Julie.....  I had hoped for a better time, I had hoped 
for a situation where it would be just Julie and I while the others were 
conked out...   It was still nice to have Julie with me once again though.  
She and I walked around a store together at one point and she walked with 
me into some of the local stores, my friends wondered who she was, I 
would tell them she was my buddy :-)   It was a good weekend with them 
but I had to tend to and deal with the FFB which in the way of 
what I really wanted most of the time.    

Next is when I went to Florida to see them on a public holiday....

'Tommer'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Mouse' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

>not thinking objectively.  You see, where I live, people are very
>open to adults interacting with children.  In my community, if
>you were walkiing through a park and saw some adorable child
>playing with their parent, you could walk right over to them,
>compliment them on their child, and even pick them up for a hug,
>all without a second thought on your part, nor a second glance
>from the parent; it is common behavior here.  Yet, in this same
>community, were you to even bring up the possibility of a child
>having anything to do with sexuality - even to your "friends" -
>you could and very likely might be "marked" if you know what I
>mean.

Even a situation such as the one that exists in your community as you
described it would be heaven for me. If I knew where you lived I'd even
want to live there for that reason. I have really tried to get away from
feeling about little girls in a sexual way, though I still think about it
in fantasy. If I knew that I could have nonsexual friendships with LGs
between the ages of four and eight, my personal preference, I'd be the
happiest person in the world. I know I would. At times I find myself
thinking that it's somehow wrong to think of kids in sexual terms and at
those times feel guilt for my sexual fantacies. But at the same time I love
kids in every way -- physically, mentally, emotionally, spiritually,
socially, as precious people, etc. In other words, sex is but a part of my
love for little girls, to me a small part. One of my greatest pleasures is
hearing kids at play or talking to a little girl about favorite tv shows,
activities, or other small talk. I can't see them because I'm blind.

Another is holding a baby. If I could, I'd love nothing more than to simply
hug and kiss a little girl of about five. Nothing more. I'd be happy
working in a daycare somewhere near. But because of where I live, the
society, and my [disability], I can do little if any of these things. 
So I have to be content with what I can do. I know this will never 
include sexual activity, so why think about it?

I said above that I sometimes feel it's wrong to think of kids in a sexual
way. This is not all the times, but certainly may go there one of these
days due to my developing religious beliefs. But you don't have to worry
about my becoming like one of those radical, closed-minded Christians. I
detest them as much as most people do, and even as other Christians do.
But what's wrong with pure and innocent love for children? I say nothing. I
say that's the way it should be.

'Mouse'
-----------------------------------------------------------


? writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

Just watched a made-for-tv movie called
"The Batchlers Baby" (misspelled of
course), it wasn't too bad and was the
first time I saw a tv-movie that
portraied extreamist religious nuts as
the bad guys. Not only that, but when
the baby is takin away from the father
for videotaping the boy (about a year
old) in the nude, it's the father who's
the good guy and the religious nut who's
the bad guy for a change. While the
movie wasn't the greatest thing on tv,
it was better then most of the crap that
I've watched this week :-)

--

'The Courier' wrote:
>I'd have to agree with everything you say
>(nice pic!), but, sorry, the site really
>isn't by her.  View the source code and
>see this:
>
><!--This file created by Promo Link, Inc.
>All Rights Reserved -->
>
>:-) But I still like the site!  Thanks!

Ah, but nearly all online-web-creation
tools will insert just this type of
comment, try creating a page on one of
those free sites and look at the source
:-) Everythings on a single page and the
output looks like it's created with a
primitive online tool. Just look at the
source [code], rows of break tags, a 
collection of empty table cels, randomly 
indented tags. Defenently not pro :-) 

But, still a great page IMO :-)

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

>Isn't it sad when the kids are more interesting and fun to be
>around than their parents? At least for the parents and not

I know quite a few people like this. I
sometimes get the feeling that most
people loose their sense of imagination
as they get older, makes for some very
boring adults.

>BTW, do others on this list have a favorite cartoon they like
>to watch with their friends? My favorites of all time would
>have to be 'Once Upon a Hamster,' 'Pixie and Dixie,' and of
>course 'Rugrats.' Everybody take care.

Well, as far as cartoons go, I'm more
into sci-fi stuff like Robotech
(Annie/'Mint' is my hero :-) and Beast
Wars (the new Transformers, they need a
cute girl transformer :-) Also Sam & Max
has a very cool girl in it :-)

BTW, if a live action version of
Robotech were ever created, Lindsay
Lohan would be perfect in the part of
Annie IMO.

'PK1'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Robin' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

I've just spent an hour in heaven! In Australia we have a 
children's musical group called "The Wiggles" 
(http://www.thewiggles.com.au/) who hold concerts of 
children's songs. The audience was filled with the 
prettiest yg's you ever saw, all singing and dancing 
along to the music. And the highlight of the show, 
for me, was when the "Irish dancers", yg's in Irish 
costumes (with short skirts) came out dancing, kicking 
their pretty little legs, revealing their traditional 
Irish panties! I'll write more when I have calmed 
down again ;)

'Robin'
-----------------------------------------------------------


'n.s. aristoff' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

>Children's books you'll never see...
>
>These were from a Washington Post contest:
>
>"You Were an Accident" (Jean Sorensen, Herndon; Barry Blyveis, Columbia)
>"Strangers Have the Best Candy" (Stephen Dudzik, Silver Spring)
>"The Little Sissy Who Snitched" (Tom Witte, Gaithersburg)
>"Some Kittens Can Fly!" (David Genser, Arlington)
>"The Protocols of the Grandpas of Zion" (David Genser, Arlington)
>"How to Dress Sexy for Grownups"  (Stephen Dudzik, Silver Spring)
>"Getting More Chocolate on Your Face" (Thomas Drucker, Carlisle, Pa.)
>"Where Would You Like to Be Buried?"  (Barry Blyveis, Columbia)
>"Where's Godot?" (Jonathan Paul,  Garrett Park)
>"Katy Was So Bad Her Mom Stopped Loving Her" (David Genser, Arlington)
>"The Attention Deficit Disorder Association's Book of Wild Animals of North
>Amer Hey! Let's Go Ride Our Bikes!" (Meg Sullivan,Potomac)
>"All Dogs Go to Hell"  (Joseph Romm, Washington)
>"The Kids' Guide to Hitchhiking"  (Joseph Romm, Washington)
>"When Mommy and Daddy Don't Know the Answer They Say God Did It" (Barry
>Blyveis, Columbia)
>"Garfield Gets Feline Leukemia"  (John Kammer, Herndon)
>"What Is That Dog Doing to That Other Dog?" (Kenneth Krattenmaker,
>Landover Hills)
>"Why Can't Mr. Fork and Ms. Electrical Outlet Be Friends?" (Martin Keutel,
>Alexandria)
>"Bi-Curious George" (Art Grinath,  Takoma Park)
>"Daddy Drinks Because You Cry"  (Stephen Dudzik, Silver Spring)
>"Mister Policeman Eats His Service Revolver" (Russ Beland, Springfield)
>"You Are Different and That's Bad" (Christopher Richard,Springfield
>"Yes, there IS a Monster Under the Bed"

'n.s. aristoff'
--------------------------------------------------------------------

    [ "100 Ways To See Your Sister's Panties" by I. Jerkov Lotz. 
      "The Make and Feel Book of Vibrating Bike Saddles" by Buzza Lott. 
      "Kidz Pocket Money Ideas, #23 - Posing Nude for Fun and Profit" 
       by Klic de Shutter. ]
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Weekend press-cuttings round-up:
----------------------------------------------------------------

   "Much to the disappointment of the cinema-going 
   public, Gary Glitter lost out to Jeremy Irons 
   in the contest to land the role of Humbert Humbert."
       [ from the Moonpie review of Lolita ;) ]


* News and reviews of 'Lolita'
* Snippets
* Childcare blacklist for the UK
* TV viewing risky for children
* Lewis Carroll exhibition (London) 
Feature articles:
* Set the children free
* Children who sneak on their parents
* Choice that has become meaningless



Lolita news:
-------------------------------------------------------------

'Lolita' actress says lack of experience helped her
 
LOS ANGELES (CNN) -- As the controversial remake of
Vladimir Nabokov's novel "Lolita" readies for its first
official stateside showing on Showtime on August 2, the
star who brings the title character to life is revealing
how she got the part. Dominique Swain says lack of
experience helped her land the role of the 12-year-old
object of desire in the Adrian Lynne film.
 
"I think Adrian was very glad that I didn't have star
staidness," Swain says in Sunday's Orange County
(California) Register. "He said he liked my spontaneity.
... I definitely understand Lolita. Lolita just wanted
love."

--

July 30, 1998
Evangelicals call for Showtime cable to drop 'Lolita'
 
A national evangelical family group said Thursday it 
has written to Viacom Inc. urging the company's Showtime 
cable division to pull the plug on its scheduled 
airing this weekend of the remake of "Lolita." 

Jerry Kirk, president of the National Coalition for the
Protection of Children and Families, said the coalition
fears the film will make encourage pedophiles. 

"This film will increase child molestation and have a
harmful effect on pedophiles and healthy men," Kirk 
said in a statement. 

The National Coalition for the Protection of Children and
Families is a Cincinnati-based nonprofit Christian group
with a constituency of about 15,000. It was formed in 1983
to oppose pornography.

A Showtime spokesman countered Kirk's comments, saying that
Showtime would air the movie in a responsible manner and
that critics had praised the film for its sensitivity to
the subject matter. 

The coalition said it has asked other evangelical groups, 
including Focus on the Family, Family Research Council and 
the Salvation Army, also to urge Viacom to stop the Sunday
cable showing. The coalition said it sent its letter to
Viacom on Wednesday. 

--

   [ Cool Moonpie review: ]
 
  -===Lolita (1997)===-
 
  _Stars_     Jeremy Irons, Dominique Swain, Melanie Griffith, Frank Langella   
  _Directed by     Adrian Lyne   
  _Genre     Drama   
  _Certificate     18   
  _Duration     137 minutes   
  _Web Site      [http://www.pathe-lolita.com/]   
  _Overheard on the way out of the cinema:     

   Woman : I feel like a young girl now.
   Man : (excitedly) So do I.   


Woman meets man. Man marries woman. Man runs off with 
adolescent daughter for an on-the-road illicit shagfest. 

Yes, Vladimir Nabokov's novel of paedophilic high-jinks is 
back on the big screen. And Adrian Lyne's sensual working 
of Lolita wins my thumbs-up for starters.

But that doesn't mean I'm funny. I mean... I wouldn't buy 
a Japanese schoolgirl's knickers from a vending machine 
or anything like that...  Like me, Lyne's Lolita is both 
sexy and clever. Elements of the surreal and timesaving 
cut-scenes act as an open recognition of the necessary 
compression involved in any film adaptation of a novel. 

Perhaps making a film of the story of a man whose love for 
a child represents the "artist" in him runs the risk of 
casting aspersions on the author of its own artistic direction...
If this is the case, then Lyne is certainly not hiding in 
the shadows with a film that portrays paedophilia as a 
practice more sultry than strange.

Much to the disappointment of the cinema-going public,
Gary Glitter lost out to Jeremy Irons in the contest to
land the role of Humbert Humbert. Humbert is the English
professor of French literature who ends up wildly in love
with a child on his way to taking up a teaching post at an
American college. Lolita, played by Dominique Swain, is
that child. Her mother, Charlotte Haze (Melanie Griffith)
finds herself crushed under the wheels of a car shortly
after marrying the prof. Meanwhile Frank Langella's Clare
Quilty snakes in and out of the plot as the scary and
hilarious eloquent madman with a penchant for kiddy porn.
Excellent performances all round - especially from Irons
and Swain. 

The obvious moral issue is a fairly hefty thorn in the side
of any film adaptation of Lolita. Following the lead of
Stanley Kubrick's version, Lolita 1998 is a safe(ish)ly
growing 14 year old...unlike the novel's pre-teen prototype
(12). However, in a diversion from Kubrick's offering,
Lyne's Lolita is a highly sexualised individual. She slips
Humbert the tongue without provocation and gives head for
pocket money. Our first sighting of her places her clad in
a light fabric cling-drenched by a garden sprinkler. A
flash of retainer, however, tells us that there's a
real-life child within what Humbert classes "a nymphette".
What the film portrays particularly well is the fact that
the sexual and the childlike are inseperable in
Lolita...something which presumably drives Humbert's lust
without him ever realising it. Three things of particular
interest are 1. the fact that she's always sucking
something, 2. the simple delight she takes in "magic
fingers" and 3. the scene in which she sits astride Humbert
reading a comic. I'll leave the details to your deviant
imaginations though. As I've already said...there's nothing
funny about me. Even if my favourite programme is Josie
Smith.

The character of Humbert is framed with a childhood
reminiscence which conveniently explains away his
predelection for underage girls. Appearing at the film's
opening, there's a sense of moral cop-out about this
attempt at explication. However, as the narrative
continues, Humbert's perversities are laid bare and go a
good deal further than those of his Kubrick counterpart. Of
course, if you were fourteen you'd probably rather shag
Jermey Irons than James Mason, but Irons's attempts to
control his child lover are far more sexually charged
than Mason's old-fashioned jealousy. At the same time, 
his initial attempts to control his own desires for Lolita 
(as if to say "I know its wrong but I've got the
horn so what else am I going to do?") hold an almost
Carry-On level of comedy. As inappropriate as this may
sound, the effect is quite clever. By making Humbert both
suitor and paedophile, the audience end up being asked to
understand him...something they may not expect or feel
comfortable with. So if you see somebody squirming in their
seat, it may just be that they've got the horn.

Lolita is probably best summed up by its tag line - "Do
you wanna be in my gang?". Don't be put off by the "unsafe"
content of the film and do go and see it. After all, who in
today's "so called" society is truly sick? Is it the
ordinary man who enjoys life's simple pleasures...like
driving schoolgirls across America, stopping only at
sleazey motels for depraved bouts of illegal sex?...or is
it the businessman in his suit and tie, filling out a
crossword on his train-journey to work?

--

Lyne Offers Sly, Subtle 'Lolita'

Irons, Griffith, Langella good in languorous film

Saturday, August 1, 1998 

LOLITA: Comic drama. Starring Jeremy Irons, Dominique
Swain, Melanie Griffith and Frank Langella. Directed by
Adrian Lyne. (R. 120 minutes. On Showtime cable, 9 p.m.
tomorrow.)       


Adrian Lyne must have known he was asking for trouble.   

"Lolita" was scandalous the day the Vladimir Nabokov
novel was published, again when the Stanley Kubrick film
came out and now -- once more -- that it's about to be
shown on cable television.

Lyne, director of the new, R-rated movie that premieres on
Showtime tomorrow, is not stupid. He must have expected a
bonanza of publicity, but he got more than he bargained
for.

But guess what? "Lolita" is only a movie, and not a bad one
at that.

The central performance, by Jeremy Irons as Humbert
Humbert, is creditable in every way. Dominique Swain as the
14-year-old nymphet convincingly takes advantage of the
40-ish man's utter helplessness, even when he should know
better. Melanie Griffith makes a brief but strong
impression as Lolita's mother. Frank Langella, pro that he
is, shows everything that Lyne requires of him as Humbert's
creepy alter ego Quilty, and in the nightmarish conclusion
that is a lot.

The film begins with the blood-covered Irons weaving
across a country road in a wood-paneled station wagon. In
voice-over -- and with one of the most beautiful voices of
any actor today -- he delivers Nabokov's famous opening
lines.   

The action takes place in the '40s in New England but
begins with a 1921 episode about an ill-fated affair
between Humbert and a girl when they were both 14.
"Whatever happens to a boy when he is 14 marks him for
life," the adult Humbert says -- presumably that applies
to 14-year-olds watching this film as well.      

The first shot of Lolita shows her stretched out on the
grass under a sprinkler. It is not exactly a wet T-shirt
shot, but it comes close. (Runny liquids become a recurring
image associated with her.) When she smiles at Humbert, she
is wearing braces.  The viewer sees Lolita entirely through
Humbert's eyes -- we never see her under any other
circumstances. She never looks like a little girl. Often
made up, she looks like a gawky, precocious teenager. She
flirts, she taunts Humbert, she gives him cool, knowing
looks.

THREATS, TEASES

"I should call the police and tell them you raped me, you
dirty old man," she says, not as an angry threat but a
blatant wheedle. On another occasion, she teases, "I've
been revoltingly unfaithful to you," and it takes
self-deceiving Humbert a long time to grasp the truth.   

In some ways, she is more "mature" than he is. He is
driven by passion, she is not; she is in control. After
they hit the road together, their individual reactions to a
flat tire that causes the car to spin out of control are
indicative: He is frightened, she is exhilarated.

As the timid Humbert, Irons gives an expertly controlled,
low-key comic performance filled with stutters and startled
looks that ultimately turns into despair. People are
sometimes surprised to hear "Lolita" referred to as
comic, but that's what it is and always has been, beginning
with the 1955 novel and including Kubrick's 1962 version.
It is a look at recognizable human folly.

VOLUPTUOUS VULGARIAN

Griffith, an actress known for her comic parts, has only a
few moments to make her short-lived role tell. She makes
Lolita's mom a voluptuous vulgarian masquerading under a
veneer of gentility. Pretentious, she calls the garden
``the piazza,'' and the well-educated Humbert looks like a
good catch -- for herself, of course.

Lyne, the director of ``9 1/2 Weeks'' and ``Fatal
Attraction,'' has crossed over the line into the darker
side of sexuality before. Here, in the mysterious figure of
Quilty, Langella personifies Humbert's worst impulses, and
he cannot be shaken off or escaped.

Quilty keeps turning up in various guises, and in Stephen
Schiff's screenplay he reads Humbert's thoughts. ``Where
the devil did you get her?'' he asks the startled Irons on
the veranda of the hotel where Humbert and Lolita are
sharing the same bed. ``The weather's getting better,'' he
then says, and Humbert doesn't know which line he actually
heard.   The look of the film is dreamily pastel, again
reflecting Humbert's foolish point of view, his complete
refusal to see Lolita and their situation for what they
really are.      

The pace is languorous; many viewers will find it slow. But
Lyne's treatment is often sly and subtle, and when he errs,
it is from trying to punch things up. A couple of scenes
played for broad comedy, such as Humbert's interview for a
teaching position at a ``progressive'' school and clunky
shots of Lolita eating a banana, call for groans. The final
encounter with Quilty is completely out of control.      

Sometimes Lyne, too, leaves the impression that he just
cannot help himself.

-------------------------------------------------------------


Snippets:
-------------------------------------------------------------

07/28/98

USA:

House lawmakers Friday passed a bill to guarantee minimum 
levels of care for patients with certain, serious mental 
illnesses.

The bill is limited to a handful of biologically-based 
mental illnesses such as schizophrenia and psychotic 
disorders.  It doesn't cover controversial "post-traumatic 
stress disorders" which therapists allege result from 
child sexual abuse, such as multiple personality disorders,
and eating disorders.

The bill allows insurance companies to determine how much 
therapy patients can get.

The measure, which has been incorporated into House
legislation to regulate health maintenance organizations,
remains as a separate bill in the Senate. 

   [ Let's hope that this will cut off the funding of many
     "recovered memory" so-called 'therapists' in the US ]

--

>Here are the top 100 English-language novels of
>the 20th century, as drawn up by the editorial
>board of the Modern Library: 
>
>1. "Ulysses," James Joyce
>2. "The Great Gatsby," F. Scott Fitzgerald 
>3. "A Portrait of the Artist as a Young Man," James Joyce 
>4. "Lolita," Vladimir Nabokov 

--

_Judge orders new trial in Fells Acres case_

              The judge in one of the most lurid mass
child-molestation cases of the 1980s ruled Friday the
case should be retried.

Superior Court Judge Isaac A. Borenstein overturned the
conviction of Cheryl Amirault LeFave in the notorious Fells
Acres day care case. If the decision is upheld on appeal,
the 13-year-old case against LeFave would be essentially
over. 

LeFave was convicted in 1987 in the midst of a wave of
high-profile mass child sex abuse cases. Several of those
convictions have been overturned. 

The judge said new research shows prosecutors' suggestive
and leading interview techniques made it impossible to tell
if the children, now teenagers, were telling the truth. 

"Their testimony has been forever rendered unreliable,"
Borenstein said. 

Prosecutor Lynn Rooney said Borenstein's decision _if
upheld on appeal_ would destroy the case against LeFave.

LeFave said Borenstein's strongly worded decision made her
feel vindicated after eight years in prison and more than a
decade of suspicion. 

Borenstein also dismissed all the charges against Violet
Amirault, who died at age 74 last September.

The judge had already ordered a new trial for LeFave based
on other grounds.

Patti Amirault, Gerald's wife, said lawyers were working on
a legal strategy to try to get him released from prison. He
was tried and convicted separately in 1986 and remains
behind bars.

"It's bittersweet, because he's still in jail," Patti
Amirault said.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Telegraph (UK) : July 30 1998     
-------------------------------------------------------------
 
_Childcare blacklist to curb abuse_

BY ALEXANDRA FREAN 

A NATIONAL blacklist of adults branded unsuitable to 
work with children is planned by the Government in 
response to the case of Helen Stacey, the childminder 
convicted of murdering a five-month-old baby in her care.

The register could include people prone to violent
outbursts of temper and those suspected of having
inappropriate attitudes towards children, and 
convicted sex offenders. 

Tens of thousands of names are likely to be appear on the
register as the Government wants it to include anyone whose
job brings them into contact with children, including
minibus drivers, cooks, cleaners and caretakers working in
homes, nurseries and with youth groups. 

Alun Michael, the Home Office Minister, has asked
a Home Office-led working party to produce proposals 
by the autumn to be included in a crime Bill in the 
next session. 

"What we are considering is a one-stop shop to combine all
three registers," he said. "It may also include people
without criminal convictions, such as those asked to leave
their employment as a result of inappropriate behaviour
with children or those against whom disciplinary action has
been taken."

The register would be backed by a new criminal offence to
prevent those whose name appeared on it applying for work
with children.

-----------------------------------------------------------

   [ Presumably those on the register (which might include
   just about the entire adult population of the UK if it is 
   to include those "suspected of having inappropriate 
   attitudes towards children"!) would have to be informed 
   that they were on the new uber-list, and those who are 
   unconvicted could then use the Freedom of Information 
   and Data Protection laws to find out who the rumours 
   etc had come from, and sue. ]

----------------------------------------------------------



Telegraph (UK) 15 July 1998
----------------------------------------------------------

_TV Viewing Risky For Children_

THE more television children watch, the greater the chance
of suffering an injury, new research has shown.

Doctors studying patients in a children's ward found that
for each hour of television the children watched each day,
the risk of injury increased by a third. The researchers
think that the "reality" depicted on television may distort
children's judgment when coping with the real world. They
said: "They may receive a greater number of distorted
messages about reality that become converted into false,
real-life experiences and distort the child's adaptation to
his or her surrounding environment."

The scientists, working in Santa Ana Hospital in Motril,
Spain, asked 221 parents of children in the wards about the
number of televisions they had in the home, parental
supervision of viewing and the number of hours they
watched. They found that the first two had no correlation
with whether the children had been injured but the last one
did correlate - with an increased risk of injury for
television-watchers of 1.3 for every hour of viewing. 

Writing in the Journal of the American Medical Association,
they said: "Without any doubt, the effect of television on
its viewers is directly related to the number of hours
spent in watching per day and the content of the programmes
watched." They also recorded whether the children had been
admitted because of physical injury such as fractures or
burns, or for some other reason.

The authors, led by Dr Jose Uberos, said that the findings
were counter-intuitive because children who watch lots of
television must spend less time doing risky physical
activity. They said: "Paradoxically a child who spends more
time watching television and devotes fewer hours to
potentially more dangerous physical activities and games is
at greater risk of experiencing events that cause physical
injuries."

----------------------------------------------------------



London Evening Standard:
----------------------------------------------------------

_What Carroll really saw through his looking glass_

by Robin Stringer

The nagging doubts surrounding Lewis Carroll's obsessional
photographing of young girls will doubtless surface again
at the National Portrait Gallery where the biggest
exhibition yet of his photographs is on display.

But visitors have been advised not to jump to hasty
conclusions by its curator Colin Ford. "We have to be very
careful of the baggage we bring with us," he says. 
"The tendency to see sexuality in Carroll's countless
photographs of young girls is a product of our own age -
with its apparently endless stream of stories about
paedophiles and child abuse - rather than of the 19th
century." Always cited is the provocative beggar-girl pose
of eight-year-old Alice Liddell, the subject of Carroll's
most arresting portraits and inspiration for his most
famous books, Alice's Adventures in Wonderland and Through
the Looking Glass.

Despite the ragged blouse slipping off her shoulder, and
her flirtatious look, Ford is sure that Carroll - real name
the Rev. Charles Dodgson - saw only innocence in the
photograph.

"For them, Alice's costume was simply a picturesque
version of a beggar's clothes and her fixed gaze the result
of having to keep absolutely still," says Ford. But
Carroll's subsequent excursions into nude photographs of
little girls eventually got him into trouble. Scandal
threatened at Oxford, where he lectured in mathematics at
Christ Church, and he abandoned photography.

"It is a sad end to a quarter century in which Carroll made
some of the least stilted and artificial portraits to have
come down to us from the Victorian era," says Ford. 


*Lewis Carroll Through the Viewfinder. Until 11 October.
Photography Gallery, admission free.*

10 July 1998
----------------------------------------------------------



London Evening Standard:
----------------------------------------------------------

Set the children free

_Evening Standard: Editorial comment_

People in Britain are safer than ever, yet everywhere they
go in fear. Women are afraid to go out of the house at
night; the security industry is booming; yet the likelihood
of any single reader of this newspaper being mugged or
killed is as remote as it has ever been in our history. The
real victims of this unreasonable fear are our children. As
Paul Barker points out in his thoughtful analysis for us
today, a recent Home Office study found that, for children
up to the age of 18, the annual odds of being killed (other
than in an accident) are approximately 90,000 to one - and
of the eleven or twelve per million who are killed, the
majority are infants under the age of one, killed by their
parents. Yet we mollycoddle our children as though there
were child murderers and rapists lurking at every street
corner. In 1971, 80 per cent of seven and eight year olds
were allowed to go to school on their own; by 1991 this
figure had dropped to nine per cent. Parents, especially
middle-class parents, tend to drive their children
everywhere they need to go, reducing their ability to
explore the outside world, increasing their fear of
strangers and leaving them vulnerable when they do finally
leave the guarded nest. Often, children no longer even meet
their neighbours.

For this irrational ghetto mentality, in the midst of one
of the safest societies in the world, the media must take
much of the blame. Television, in drama and documentaries,
has an unhealthy fixation on violent crime: Panorama only
last week devoted a programme to paedophiles. Newspapers -
including sometimes this one - splash abduction, rape and
murder across their front pages, inevitably giving the
impression that these are common occurrences, when in fact
the likelihood of a young girl being raped and murdered is
less than half a million to one. Picking up on the fears
thus created, the government of the day seeks popularity by
enacting nannying legislation. One man, Thomas Hamilton,
was the cause of the ban on handguns - although, as the
Government knew perfectly well, it could not stop criminals
gaining access to them. Sensationalism sells newspapers and
is good for TV ratings, but we must acknowledge that by
inspiring excessive fears it provokes illogical responses -
primarily the over-protection of a generation of children,
who will grow up feeling threatened when they are outdoors
by themselves. Of course it is the duty of every parent to
keep a weather eye on their children and try to ensure that
they go around with friends. But risk cannot be abolished:
there is no such thing as a risk-free environment. Only if
the media and politicians accept this, and attempt to calm
parental fears, can we hope to return to a society in which
we once again hear the sound of children playing in the
street.

18 May 1998
----------------------------------------------------------




Children who sneak on their parents
----------------------------------------------------------

by Jeremy Campbell

Ten-year-olds sitting in a classroom in Pennsylvania are
being told that their parents, by smoking at home in the
same room as their children, are guilty of child abuse.

At another school not far away, students use computers to
depict horrible scenes of death by tobacco: a "wedding
portrait" of a bride and groom embracing in a cemetery,
lighted cigarettes clamped between their teeth. In a
travesty of the cowboy image used to advertise Philip
Morris filter tips, the Marlboro Man's horse is on its
back, a corpse, expiring from years of inhaling his
master's carcinogenic fumes.

Children are the focus of an almost hysterical
indoctrination blitz, dragooned into lobbying state
legislatures, picketing cigarette billboards, even
organising their tiny tot sting operations by going
undercover into shops and trying to trick salespeople into
selling them packets of smokes. These junior Quislings have
already secured the prosecution of six retailers. This in
spite of the fact that only two per cent of cigarette sales
are to underage youngsters.

Much has been written about the feminisation of American
politics. The trend now is to infantilise it. Kids not yet
in their teens are being mobilised and politicised with a
fanaticism not seen since the Hitler Youth movement to wage
total war on vices not actually classed as criminal
offences, not yet anyway.

Some children, in a sinister reprise of the domestic
treachery that totalitarianism breeds, are being asked to
inform their teachers if their mothers or fathers smoke.

If US politicians were logical, they would make smoking 
illegal. More lucrative is what they intend to do: tax 
to the hilt and fine tobacco companies billions of
dollars if teenage smoking rates do not decline.

That puts the cigarette makers in the absurd position of
trying to prevent the sale of a product they exist to
market.

As Tucker Carlson makes clear in an excellent piece in the
Weekly Standard (no relation), children are susceptible to
the quite immoral tactic of being told they are ethically
superior to their nicotine-stained parents.

"Smoking has been turned from a common-sense health issue
into a question of moral superiority," says Kay Hymowitz,
author of a book about the effect of politics on children.

These youngsters are investigating mutual fund managers
who buy tobacco shares, agitating for a ban on chocolate
cigarettes (will liquorice cheroots be next?), bombarding
relatives with "I don't want you to die" letters and
identifying "potential" smokers among their peers and
forcing them to wear a skull and crossbones insignia.

What is curious about it all is that the costs of
mobilising a children's crusade against smoking include the
not very attractive device of turning the immature against
the mature, and serving notice on parents that they are the
moral inferiors of their own offspring.
 
20 April 1998
------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Can't help thinking their is an element of an attack
     on working class parents here.  And how long before 
     the same tactics are employed on sex, one wonders ? ]



extract from "Choice that becomes meaningless"
-------------------------------------------------------------

by Aminatta Forna

Today we no longer know why we have children. Our reasons
may be multiple or simple: to love and to be loved, a
commitment to the idea of "family", memories of our own
childhood, biological curiosity, passion, altruism,
selfishness, boredom, vanity, no reason at all. Once it was
clear. Children were borne out of duty, as workers and
successors, or because their parents had no choice. In an
age of individualism children are borne of choice,
supposedly. And choice, or rather the rhetoric of choice,
is the key to the undoing of the modern family. The idea of
children as personal property, belonging to their individual
parents, has undermined the premiss on which support
systems for families were once built.

Today, one of the most common reasons cited by a British
woman for having children (in one pan-European survey) is a
demonstration of love for one's partner. A child is created
as a gift of love - a private matter between two people.
Once children begin to be seen as private projects, the
commitment from other people outside the immediate family
triangle weakens. Society has gradually become divided into
the "have" and "have-nots". Those with children, and those
without. Children become a life-style preference. Those who
wish to live "child-free" must not have the offspring of
others inflicted upon them. Today parents prefer
to buy help from strangers rather than ask their own
friends and relatives.

In other communities, both minority communities in
countries like Britain and America, or in other parts of
the world, parenting is a shared enterprise. In parts of
Latin America a co-madre and a co-padre are appointed for
every newborn child. Their job is to aid parents with the
practical, rather than the spiritual or emotional aspects
of parenting: education, childminding, financial help if
necessary. African Americans and African Caribbeans parent
in a similar style. The American feminist author Bell Hooks
has written:

 "Child rearing is a responsibility that can be shared with
 other child rearers, with people who do not live with
 children. This form of parenting is revolutionary in this
 society because it takes place in opposition to the idea
 that parents, especially mothers, should be the only child
 rearers."

Parents from minority communities often find themselves
blamed and targeted as poor or defective mothers for
sharing their responsibility. 

[...]

------------------------------------------------------------



ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                             2nd August 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/456.html    Last: 1st August 1998 (1)

          ,,,,,
        /)))))))\
       ((((((((((\
      ((_  _  )))))
      ))e) e ((((((
     (((<     ))))))
        \~     .-'-.                    
         '--.(                          88
                                        88
 ,adPPYYba,   ,adPPYba,    ,adPPYb,d8   88  
 ""     'Y8   I8[    ""   a8"    'Y88   88
 ,adPPPPP88   '"Y8ba,     8b       88   88 
 88,    ,88   aa    ]8I   "8a,   ,d88   88  
 'YYYYbbd8"   '"YbbdP"'    '"YbbdP"Y8   88
                           aa,    ,88
                            "Y8bbdP


Sunday news cutting round-up #2: two extra news cuttings...



The Guardian
-----------------------------------------------------------
    
Even deleted files could be used in evidence, writes
Duncan Campbell 

_A disk inspector calls . . . _
  
      Forensic science is not just about fingerprints and
bodies. Many court cases now depend on evidence exhumed
from computer disks. 

Last month, Britain's top computer forensic specialists met
privately for a seminar at the London School of Economics.
Defence and prosecution computer experts swapped notes on
methods and cases they had fought. With them were private
investigators and police computer specialists from across
Britain who are already conducting hundreds of overt and
covert computer raids every year. 

But, according to Peter Sommer, a leading defence computer
expert and fellow of LSE's Computer Security Research
Centre, scientific standards have not kept pace with the
rapid advance in computer forensic skills. "From what I've
seen, we are soon going to see cases where computer
forensic evidence is incorrectly used, with the result that
people get wrongly convicted of serious offences - just as
happened to the Birmingham and Guildford bombers. 

"I fear that all the preconditions exist for forensically
induced injustice. We need a much greater understanding,"
he says. 

New forensic methods need to be developed to provide proof
that neither the police nor defendants have tampered with
computer evidence such as hard disks and storage media.
Defence specialists like Sommer worry that current practice
is very variable, and usually depends on proprietary
gadgets and software whose inner workings are withheld from
courtroom scrutiny and independent scientific testing. 
Another serious issue is the scope of information seized in
a computer raid. Citizens are supposed to be protected
against "unreasonable search and seizure". If police
examine the contents of a suspect's filing cabinet under a
search warrant, they should take only documents relevant to
the alleged offence. Yet when computers are involved, they
automatically take everything. 

The most worrying kind of case - which has already occurred
- is when a doctor or another professional is accused of
(say) financial fraud. The computer raid team will
automatically copy and take reams of confidential medical
or privileged legal information. At present, the law
provides no special safeguards to stop such information
being abused, or to protect the third parties whose private
information has been obtained. 

Searches involving computers are done under the same police
powers and code of practice as ordinary searches. Yet the
effects on a business or homeworker whose computers are
taken away for months-long investigations can be
devastating. Some have faced ruin as a result - even if
they are acquitted or charges are later dropped. 

Police officers attending last month's LSE seminar revealed
that their methods are still far from standard. Some forces
will seize computers no matter what. Others usually try to
leave a business's computers in place, once they have
copied all the evidence they want. 

In both overt and covert computer investigations (normally
requested by a company that suspects that staff may be
engaged in fraud or computer misuse), the most common
approach is to arrive armed with a box the size of a small
video recorder called Dibs - the Digital Image Backup
System. 

Dibs is connected to the computer's printer terminal where
it then siphons out the entire contents of the suspect
computer, writing them to an optical disk. 

Dibs was designed just five years ago to meet the growing
needs of the Metropolitan Police's then newly formed
Computer Crime Unit. Most police forces now have their own
teams of civilian or uniformed computer specialists. Most
have their own Dibs or hire one when when a computer raid
is planned. 

Systems like Dibs or its main competitors, Vogon Authentec
and the US-made Sydex, copy computer data before the actual
machines are removed from the premises, or the data or
hardware is changed. 

However, they don't just copy the files that the user (or
operating system) sees. They copy every bit on the disk.
Back at the laboratory, investigative software can then
recover whole or partial files that have been deleted or
hidden, perhaps months before. 

"We have nice forensic tools to use," says Edward Wilding,
director of computer investigators Network International.
His 70-strong London-based team are called out several
times a month to assist police and Customs officers on
raids, or with analysing computers they have seized. Other
calls come in from solicitors who have obtained a
little-known court order called "Anton Piller", which
allows them to conduct an unannounced civil raid on their
targets, often in cases of alleged fraud or piracy. In such
cases, computers are often the major target. 

After Wilding's team have looked at normal files, they use
their special software to gather all the "slack space" on a
hard disk into a giant new file. This method sweeps up not
just detritus in unused sections of the disk, but also
parts of normal files that contain data originally stored
by an earlier occupant of the same space. 

These tools provide his teams with pieces for a "jigsaw
puzzle", reconstructing what was stored in times past. Text
search tools are used to spot suspicious phrases or
references. But this is when a prosecution case can go
astray and risk miscarriages of justice, says Sommer. "Lay
people [in the computer sense, and including judges, juries
and magistrates] are full of wonder about what computer
forensics can do. They fail to understand the point at
which experts are producing questionable interpretations as
opposed to unchallengeable fact." 

Arguments can be as basic as to whether the copies made by
the police are authentic. One standard police forensic
procedure is to make multiple copies and seal them, giving
one set to defence lawyers. Another is to cryptographically
sign the CD-Rom copies. Police claim that they prefer
defence lawyers to attend when possible, thus limiting
later court claims that digital evidence has been adjusted
and "improved" after seizure. 

But this is a counsel of perfection, says Wilding. "If the
target is standing beside you, saying 'f*ck off, you
b****rd!', it's not an academic setting." 


HOW TO COVER YOUR TRACKS 

If you're under investigation by private detectives, the
first thing they will do is remove and sift through your
rubbish bags. Private disk investigators are no different.
The first place they'll look is in the garbage left on
disk. "Deleted" files never normally leave; they just hang
around until they are overwritten when another file uses
the space. If you're worried about security, here's what to
do. 

_Paranoids start here:_ Windows 95 leaves a lavish trail of
interlocking historical records that can reveal what
someone has been doing with their computer for months or
even years before. Microsoft does know this. Browse over to
their Richmond HQ
[http://www.microsoft.com/windows/software/powertoy.htm] )
and you can have its "Paranoia" package for free. The
package comes as part of a dowloadable tool called TweakUI
(tweak user interface): Windows PowerToys - Tweak UI 1.1.
Once you have installed TweakUI, run it, click on the
Paranoia dialog box and operate the "covering your tracks"
button, which will delete all your cached records and
history files.

_Use a washing machine:_ Some utilities, such as XTREE,
will systematically go through your disk and write "1"s or
"0" on to all unused spaces. Norton Utilities' "wipefile"
and "wipedisk" are similar. New versions of the e-mail
encryption program, PGP, also include a "wipe" utility. But
few disk-washing machines reach the unused spaces of disk
"clusters" which another file is only partially using. 

  [ Note - The freeware PGP is said to only wipe once.  
    A stonger multiple-wipe solution is the free 
    and easy-to-use BCwipe - http://www.jetico.sci.fi/ 
    which will also purge the Windows swapfile. ]

_Bit games:_ Most computers' password entry systems provide
no protection against systems like Dibs. Encryption systems
[such as http://www.jetico.sci.fi BestCrypt NP ] ensure 
privacy, but performance may be slowed down and a crash 
could make data unrecoverable. 

_Hide and seek:_ Steganography is the technical name for
methods of concealing data so that investigators do not
even realise that it is there. By manipulating selected
bytes in a large graphics file, for example, a message can
be concealed invisibly inside.  Steganographic software 
such as S-Tools and Steganos are produced in Europe, and
available for free over the Internet.

   [ Note - See the Fresh Petals Security page for info 
     on web-browser cache security measures. ] 

The Guardian
11 June 1998

----------------------------------------------------------



Also from The Guardian...
----------------------------------------------------------

_On the bit beat_

[...]

The Home Office, which commissioned Inspector Davis's
research, has produced 2000 copies of [the 90 page pocket
book] 'Internet Detective' for distribution among police 
forces in the UK. There are no plans to make the book more 
widely available. 

Detectives operating under covert identities have faced
unusual problems in cyberspace. In a section called
"Internet investigative techniques", Davis reveals that the
problem of "Police tracking the Police" has become more
commonplace in cyberspace. In "humanspace", there have been
many examples of uncoordinated undercover operators from
Police and Customs running stings against each other. Davis
doesn't say more about the similar embarrassments he has
found in cyberspace. But we should be told. The public is
entitled to know how much police time has been wasted by
detective constables across Britain engaging each other in
ever steamier sex make-believe conversations about kiddie
porn. 

But there's a serious side to all this, which [D.I. David] 
Davis may not yet have spotted. Since the Net has no
geographical boundaries or fixed linkages, it doesn't make 
any sense at all to have a West Midlands Net police unit, 
and another in Greater Manchester Police. Sooner or later, 
perhaps, there will be a chief constable of cyberspace.

-----------------------------------------------------------
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Press cuttings round-up:
------------------------

* Lolita is a winner
* UK legal status of email remains hazy
* Video move to stop Asia sex tourists
* EU: No Plans For 'cyberpolice' Force
* USA: 'Child-sex conviction overturned'
* USA: TV -- The teacher, her pupil and their children
* USA: Sex offender's spouses can be sued



The Times (London)  8th August 98
----------------------------------------------------------------

_Lolita is a winner_ 

Adrian Lyne's remake of *Lolita*, long shunned by American
cinemas because of its supposed paedophilia, has garnered a
generally enthusiastic response from critics ahead of next
month's release in New York and Los Angeles. 

Critics got a sneak peek when the $58 million (36 million)
film, starring Jeremy Irons as Vladimir Nabokov's Humbert
Humbert, was shown on cable television last week and aired
at a small art-house in LA to qualify it for next year's
Oscars. 

"Entrancing, heartbreaking," raved *The New York Times*. "A
tragic morality tale and a poignant character study." 
*USA Today* said it was "beautifully composed and performed
and far sadder than it is sexy", while the *Dallas Morning
News* called it "provocative" and "compelling". 

The *Los Angeles Times* disputed the British director's
complaint that his work had been thwarted by prudish
naysayers. "This is not the case of a brilliant film
sandbagged by the nattering nabobs of negativity, but
rather a rarefied, arty, distinctly noncommercial work," 
a leading critic wrote. 

------------------------------------------------------------



BBC, August 6, 1998
------------------------------------------------------------

 The legal status of email remains hazy

E-mail could be used as criminal evidence in UK courts. 
It all depends on where the e-mail was sent from, or which
Internet provider was used.

To date, the law covering the Internet is unclear, and
there have been few court cases to provide guidance. 
But that may change after a series of meetings between the
Association of Chief Police Officers (Acpo) and leading UK
internet providers (ISPs) who have been looking at how laws
apply to the Web.
 
According to Keith Mitchell, the chairman of ISP group
LINX, e-mails sent via Internet providers could be used as
evidence, but only if they are sent via companies who are
not licenced as telephone operators.

This is because telephone companies are covered by the
Interception of Communications Act 1985.  This allows 
police to tap telephone conversations, but what is said 
cannot be used as evidence.

Some of the larger Internet providers, such as British
Telecom and Demon Internet, are registered as telephone
companies.

Many others, including the Microsoft Network, Compuserve
and AOL, are not.

_E-mail from your company is not private_ 
E-mail sent and received on a company's computer has always
received less protection.

Any information stored on a company's machines is that
organisation's property - employers can read it and pass it
on to police if they wish.

Police can also request that Internet providers pass on
information about general traffic patterns - who is
communicating with whom - though they are not obliged to
provide this without a warrant.

_Police 'not trying to circumvent the law'_ 

Detective Chief Superintendent Keith Akerman, who heads the
computer crimes subcommittee of Acpo, confirms that he and
Internet providers are trying to come up with a set of
guidelines.

"The last thing the police want to do is circumvent
legislation," he said.

He said the 1985 act is inadequate as it was not designed
with the Internet in mind, but he and providers were trying
to work out how to apply it fairly.

The police and ISPs will be holding a series of seminars in
September and October to look at this and other areas of
Internet law.

------------------------------------------------------------



The Times (London) 4th August 1998:
------------------------------------------------------------

 Video move to stop Asia sex tourists
  
Children who have been abused by British "sex tourists"
in Asia could give evidence recorded on video to help to
secure convictions in this country.

The move is one of several being considered by ministers
before an international conference on paedophilia to be
held in October in London. The Sexual Offences Act 1997
gave the police powers to charge sex tourists, but no
convictions have been secured since it came into force last
September.

One of the biggest hurdles has been the impracticality of
bringing foreign children to Britain to give evidence.
Under the plan, countries would agree standards over the
way the evidence is recorded. The Sex Offenders Act 1997, 
which allowed British sex tourists to be prosecuted in 
British courts, has not led to any prosecutions.

Other plans include more sharing of police intelligence
between countries, training programmes and exchange of
social welfare experts.

----------------------------------------------------------



Snippet, August 1998:
----------------------------------------------------------

UK: The Mental Health Foundation, which has commissioned 
research into children's mental health, estimated 
that 25-30 per cent of GP [family doctor] appointments 
with children concern behavioural problems. 

----------------------------------------------------------



Euro news:
----------------------------------------------------------

 EU: No Plans For 'cyberpolice' Force

BRUSSELS, Belgium (Reuters) - The European Union has no
plans to set up a "cyberpolice" force to counter any
threat hackers may pose to the bloc's computer networks,
according to a statement published on Friday.

"The Commission is not considering the creation of a
'cyberpolice' or any other kind of Europe-wide police
force," Anita Gradin, EU commissioner in charge of
justice and home affairs matters, said.

But Gradin said the EU was looking at ways to ensure
"efficient public protection, in particular against the
use of telecommunications for the benefit of criminal
organizations."
                
The Commission has already carried out a study into
criminality linked to high-technology.

"The findings and eventual follow-up of this study are
currently under discussion in the Commission," Gradin
said.
                        
Gradin's remarks were contained in a written answer, dated
July 16, to a question from Gerhard Hager, a member of
the European Parliament. Hager had asked the EU to comment
on reports the United States was considering setting up
an so-called 'infowar' force to counter hackers.

----------------------------------------------------------


USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

 _Child-sex conviction overturned_   
  
BOSTON, Aug. 7 (UPI) A federal appeals court in Boston has
ruled that jurors should be able to consider an entrapment
defense in child- sex cases involving advertisements placed
by law enforcement officials seeking to ferret out
pedophiles.

The 1st U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals made the ruling in
tossing out the case of a Maine man convicted of crossing
state lines for the purpose of having sex with children. 

The Boston Globe reported today that Paul George Gamache
had been charged after answering an ad in the Tri-State
Swingers magazine placed by detective James McLaughlin, a
Keene, N.H., "cybercop" detective who has earned a
reputation by posing as children, targeting alleged
pedophiles in Internet chat rooms. 

McLaughlin's work has resulted in the arrest of more than
70 men on sex charges. 

In the magazine ad, McLaughlin posed as a woman, and later
in letters with Gamache said "she" wanted him to provide
"sex training" for her young children. The 55-year-old
defendant was arrested when he arrived at a Keene motel to
meet the woman. He was convicted and sentenced to five
years in jail. 

The appeals court said that Gamache's only interest was in
having sex with the woman, and that it was the police who
brought up the subject of sex with children. 

The court said: "It was the government that first mentioned
the children as sex objects," and that "It was the
government that escalated the subject of sex with
children." 

At his trial, Gamache's attorney was prohibited from
presenting an entrapment defense. The appeals court said
defendants are entitled to argue they were entrapped, and
jurors are entitled to consider such a defense. 

The court did not rule on the legality of police posing as
children in Internet chat rooms to find pedophiles. 

-------------------------------------------------------



The Times (London), 5th August 1998
-------------------------------------------------------

 TELEVISION

 The teacher, her pupil and their children 

Most viewers' jaws must have dropped when they watched
*Boy Crazy*, James Kent's film for _Inside Story_ (BBC1),
and gradually realised that they were being given a glimpse
into what was one of the most sensational and unusual
sexual scandals to come out of America in recent times, in
that it didn't involve either Monica Lewinsky or Paula
Jones.

But I'm not sure Kenneth Starr would have been as lenient
or as sympathetic as Kent ended up being to Mary K.
Letourneau (as we must call her, so as to distinguish her
from any other Mary Letourneaus who also happened to be
married, 35-year-old, Seattle schoolmistresses now serving
seven-and-a-half-years for 'statutory rape' for having
affairs with 13-year-old schoolboys who fathered two
children, in addition to the four they'd already produced
with their husbands).

Letourneau was a gifted and conscientious teacher. As she
put it: "When I was in a classroom I can honestly say that
I was able to reach each one of those children and see what
they needed individually." What 13-year-old Villy clearly
needed was an affair.

Wasn't he a bit young? Mary says: "In my heart and in my
mind, he wasn't any age ... It is true, it is real, and
it was and is love." 

The view inside this ethical hall of mirrors can seem
beguiling. Letourneau's therapist, Julie Moore, vouches
that her client "met all the symptoms of severe bipolar
disorder", which is some sort of chemical imbalance. "She
had marked elation and bubbliness. She had
over-expansiveness, meaning an over-friendliness" (in
trumps!). "She manifested pleasure in high-risk activities
without regard to painful consequences, meaning she had
very poor judgment that got her into very big trouble with
the law and her children."

You have probably already guessed that there were problems
in Mary's own childhood: strict, ferociously conservative,
prudish mother; a father she idolised, who was famous in
California for his ultra-right-wing politics and his
championing of family values, until it turned out he was
sleeping with one of *his* students, who gave birth to two
of *his* children. You see? Mary's destiny was pretty much
sewn up there and then.

And her husband must shoulder some of the blame, surely. He
was a sports jock, said one of Mary's friends, who just
didn't share Mary's appreciation of music, art and
literature: "She was on an emotional desert island."
Another friend pointed out that: "This is not about Mary K.
being a paedophile. This is not about Mary K. wanting to be
sexual with children. This is about a woman who fell in
love with a much younger man, who I have heard his own
mother describe as a wise old man in a young, youthful
body." Of course, Letourneau doesn't see herself as a
criminal, probably more as a tragic Shakespearean heroine.
You certainly feel sorry for her, because for all the
interviews with her detractors (her husband, her
mother-in-law, the arresting officer), Kent's is still a
sympathetic portrait.

But what if it were, say, "Mike" rather than Mary
Letourneau who was the teacher and the pupil was "Vanessa"
rather than Villy? Would we be trying so hard to see the
teacher's side of the story? Or would the rent-a-mob
types be picketing outside the BBC instead for allowing a
documentary about a male child-rapist to be aired?

It was all certainly fascinating to watch - how can a story
with all these elements not be? - but what a shame we
couldn't hear more from Villy himself. Clearly moved by
events, and having quit school to help his Mum look after
his new daughter, and what with preparing for the birth
this autumn (in a prison) of his and Mary's second child,
Villy has understandably retreated from the limelight.

--------------------------------------------------------



USA:
--------------------------------------------------------

 Sex offenders' spouses can be sued

July 30, 1998

AP, TRENTON -- Spouses of sex offenders who know they are
attacking innocent children can be sued for civil damages,
the state Supreme Court ruled Wednesday.

The court did not award a verdict in the case, but
unanimously ruled that the case against a Vineland woman
identified only as "R. G. H." can proceed. Her husband, "R.
T. H.," was arrested in 1992 for sexually assaulting two
girls who lived next door. He was convicted and served 18
months in prison. The girls' parents filed a civil lawsuit
claiming the wife, who was given the fictitious name Mary
in the court opinion, knew of the abuse and was therefore
liable.

The opinion said John's abusive behavior was "foreseeable."
"The harm from the wife's breach of duty is both direct
and predictable," the opinion reads. " ... Mary's
negligence could be found to be a proximate cause of
plaintiff's injuries."

Mary's lawyers said Wednesday that their client had no
reason to know of the abuse.

In order to prove a lawsuit for damages due to negligence,
'proximate cause' must be shown. That is, lawyers for the
victims' family must show Mary's action, or lack thereof,
resulted in the girls' injury.

Legal experts say it's hard to specify what illegal
activity a person can predict and exactly what their duty
is once acts are conducted.

"The down side of this opinion is that it opens the door
to holding adults responsible for the conduct of another
over whom they have no control," said John S. Furlong, a
criminal defense attorney.

The court opinion only specified that Mary could be
liable, but attorneys said it could eventually include
other relatives or third parties such as welfare workers.

"Ultimately though, more people will be able to name
others in civil suits," said Edward Martone, executive
director of the American Civil Liberties Union, New Jersey
chapter. "Somebody could sue not just a spouse but other
family members for this, saying they should have known."
 
----------------------------------------------------------
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  [ August continues to be a slow month, as is the case
    with most mailing-lists.  I hope you're all out 
    enjoying the summer with lovely little girls, and
    will tell us about it when you get back in 
    September ! ;) ]


'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Noggin' wrote:
>Are 'celibate' pedophiles trying to deny that they
>(we?) have sexual passion or does celibate (merely?) 
>mean acknowledging you have the passion (to whom 
>you want to) but just not acting on it?

I tend to be suspicious of those who claim they have NO
sexual attraction to the girls they love. I just don't see how
it's possible. We are sexual beings. I know that most of us
express our sexuality through fantasy but if anyone out
there feels that they indeed have NO sexual desire for their
girlfriends I would like to hear about it. I realize that most of
us do not EXPRESS these desire in any tangible way (except
perhaps a pony ride or holding hands) but can anyone
really deny having the feelings?

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------


'Flickorna' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>'Flickorna' wrote:
>>Things changed when the the mother asked me if I
>>felt anything sexual for her daughter. I said, "yes".
>>Shortly after that, the girl's father told me to
>>move out....
>
>No offense man, but honestly - this _surprised_ you?

No I wasn't surprised -- just disappointed.

>>One interesting thing to note about these people (the mother and
>>father) is that they teach workshops on issues to do with sexuality
>>and intimacy.
>
>Yes but so many of these workshops deal with "adult" sexuality;
>to most, children have no sexuality.

I watched a video that showed one of their workshops and the little
girl's mother said that children are sexual from the time they are
born. She had the group pretending to be children exploring their
mother and father's bodies in a sensual way.

These parents are more open minded about children's sexuality than the
average parent. Their daughter likes to have private sexual times with
one of her little girl friends and they allow that to happen. 

>>So here I am, a young man who feels sexually attracted to children
>>and they say they like me and want to help me.
>
>And what do you think it is they want to help you with?  When the
>mother tells the father about you, and the father in turn, tells 
>you to move out, just what is it, do you think, that they want to 
>*help* you with?

I think they want to help me have a relationship with a girl closer to
my own age. They both asked me to participate in one of their
workshops and I don't think they intend to charge me. Unfortunately, I
don't think I would feel comfortable in their workshop and I don't
know if I really want a girlfriend close to my own age. It's
confusing.

>>I have spoken with the
>>mother a little bit and I can tell she is a
>>bit open minded about adult/child love-making.

How did you conclude this?  By how she told the father?

Well, first of all, I told her what I believe about adult/child sexual
relationships. She said that she could see how an adult/child sexual
relationship could be good for a child if the child would otherwise be
in a worse situation. And she thinks that addult/child sexual contact
is okay if the child is the one to initiate the relationship and
always maintains control over the relationship. What frightens her
most is adults who use coersion to get kids to be sexual with them.

I talked to the father and he thinks that it is okay to be sexually
available to children but that it is not good to look to children for
sexual satisfaction. He thinks that if we lived in a society that
allowed adult/child sexual relationships that it would be different
but that in our society with all its taboos it can only lead to
emotional pain.

>Do you not think that she most likely knew this father well enough
>to know what his reaction would be?
>Please rebuke me if I'm wrong, but if she knows her
>husband well enough to share this with him, why do you think she did
it?

Her father sexually desired her when she was a child and she suffered
from it even though he never molested her. She believed that me living
with and sexually desiring her daughter was a similar situation.

>Could it possibly be because she *did* like you, and so she
>personally
>didn't want to hurt you, so she - in effect - passed the buck to the
>father, knowing that he would nip this in the bud, thus insuring her
>daughter's "safety", while at the same time, relieving her of having
>to take responsibility for hurting you.  "....It's my husband, not
>me..."

Maybe. I think it could be. But I don't think it's as much about her
safty as it is about her well being. I don't think they see me as a
threat to her safety.

>>She shared with me that on more than one occasion
>>she has allowed her daughter to play with her boyfriends' penises.
>>Since it was her daughter taking an active role in exploring another
>>person's body, she considers it healthy.
>
>Do you think it possible, that one the one hand, she embraces and
>enjoys
>pedophilia, but on the other, she either feels some sort of
>manufactured guilt about it, or her protective inclinations towards
>her daughter take center stage, or she is in fact, lying to you about 
>the whole affair?

I don't think she's lying about that! Her daughter is curious about
penises that I can see on my own. And she is curious about sex. I
don't think the mother embraces pedophilia at all. She doesn't seem
like the kind of person to feel atracted to children. I know she does
like young men though.

>>He invited me over and said it would be good to see me again. He
>>sounded nice on the phone. A BIG part of me wants to go over to his
>>house and tell him everything about how I feel and what I believe.
>>Another part of me knows that I would be taking a risk if I did that
>>and wonders to what extent I should express myself. There are a lot
>>of things I could tell him.
>
>Think about it; the man kicked you out.  Did he say even, "I want you
to
>leave as soon as you've found another place to stay."?

Actually he gave me about 3 weeks.

>Well-meaning liberals, like this father seems to be, would
>nonetheless
>feed you straight to the tribunal.  What does he lose in the process?
>Some man who has the hots for his little baby? Hell, to him it might
>be a gain, a machismo presentation to his wife, showing how he
>"provides" for his family.

Thankfully, that isn't the case at all. As far as I know, neither of
the parents have told anyone about this except a one close and trusted
friend.

>>Maybe I should tell him that I love his daughter and wish to
>>continue my friendship with her if I may.
>
>If I were you, well hell, I really don't know for sure what I'd do in
>that situation, because I'd probably have already ducked tail and
>ran, heheh, but if forced into that, I would tell him the bare 
>essentials and nothing more.  I most certainly wouldn't bring up the
> words *his daughter* and *sex* in the same paragraph.

We talked the other day and I told him that I love his daughter and
that I want to continue my friendship with her. He told me that it's
okay if I want to continue my friendship with her but that either he
or the mother needs to be nearby in case she needs them for any
reason. They don't want me to be alone with her. I think I blew it. I
touched her too much and I made her feel uncomfortable.

>Why is it, do you think, that I'd welcome a sexual relationship
>between
>my best friend and my daughters, yet I'm so critical of boys her own
>age?

I think it's because you can see yourself in his place and you trust
him.

>Now, take my gl feelings out of this, make it another man and his
>daughter, and do you see where I'm going?

I think I am lucky to have made a good impression on him from the
beginning so he still sees me as a nice guy. If I had been honest with
him from day one I think he would have told me to get the hell out and
I would never be welcome back. But I lived with the guy for 5 months
and spent lots of quality time with his daughter who really enjoyed
me.

>>I want to tell him that there are a lot of people in the world who
>>would agree with me
>
>Who would those people be?

I mean there are lots of people in the world who can accept
adult/child sexual relationships. They are just hard to find. But I
can tell you that I met 2 different young ladies just in the last
couple months who agree that an adult can make love if he has 
the child's consent.

And amazingly enough, I found myself agreeing with nearly everything
the father had to say. Especially the part about not putting sexual
demands on children. It's almost funny that we agree with each other
but he still doesn't trust me to be alone with her. Basically, we both
think it is unfair to place sexual demands on children. We have more
experience than they do and we have more power than they do. ect...

One issue here seems to be that I have sexual desire for little girls
and it shows thereby making adults who see it feel uncomfortable.
Another issue is that my sexual desire for his daughter shows and it
makes her feel uncomfortable.

--

'The Courier' wrote:
>Both parents sound fairly
>excepting for your average non-gl, and
>may be in a position to help you even
>more with your feelings.  Feel the
>situation out, and if they seem
>receptive to the idea of you and the lg
>then go for it.

They say that they will allow my friendship with their daughter to
continue. But I imagine I won't be able to see her much.

When I think about it I feel so sad that I had to leave that home with
that wonderful little girl. It hurts me that she doesn't feel
comfortable with the fact that I admire her sexually. There seems to
be no solution but to look for love elsewhere.

'Flickorna'
--------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

UK TV Notes:

Monday 10 August, 9.00pm - 10.00pm CH4

SECRET HISTORY: KINSEY'S PAEDOPHILES: "Did sexologist Alfred Kinsey 
pander to paedophiles in his famous report?" asks Radio Times. From the 
description of this programme the argument seems to go: "Kinsey asked 
one paedophile about children's sexuality" _ergo_ "his replies are 
unreliable" _ergo_ "children are asexual". Typical 90's slant on the 
influential late 40's/early 50's classic. Actually a lot of his evidence 
of children's sexuality comes from mothers observing their youngsters.

From what I remember of reading (or skimming) it, there is very little 
about paedophilia per se in the work; apart from the testimony of one 
boy-lover (as evidence of children's sexuality) there is just a little 
put into the second volume (almost as an afterthought). This is perhaps 
because it concerns "Sexual Behaviour of the Human Male/Female" and so 
excludes desire not acted on.

Whether the methods used _really_ produced an accurate account of 
people's sexuality is another matter.

And for something completely different:

Tuesday 11 August, 10.30am - 12.20pm ITV Carlton (regions vary)

RETURN TO THE BLUE LAGOON (1991) Model Milla Jovovich is the innocent 
adolescent babe in paradise this time around. ASGL readers will enjoy 
the first part of the film where two younger actresses portray her 
growing up in a minimum of clothing - 'Sir A.J'.

(N.B. "minimum" not zero as in the 1980 Blue Lagoon.)

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hello to everyone.

-Commercial photo processing and reporting requirements in 
Australia-

I wonder if there is an Australian (or anyone) who could comment 
on the following anecdote.  I have a friend who used to work 
in a big department store photo processing place.  He told me 
about a set of photographs that he once developed which 
included about ten shots of boys with their pants down, 
having just been to the toilet.  The photographs were characterised
by the surprise on the boys' faces, as if the photographer had 
just barged in on them in the loo, and the fact that in each one 
the boys' genitals were on display.  On the rest of the roll of 
film were photographs apparently taken over someone's back fence 
of children playing in their underwear.  There were also several 
(banal) photographs taken in a kindergarten.

(I am presuming that the images were essentially non-sexual, 
but that they contained nudity - from the content I am almost 
certain that the photos were taken by someone with a sexual 
interest in children.  Although I don't suggest for a second 
that I think these images are "wrong", as there is no sexual activity.)

  [ Could have been taken by children themselves, of course. ]

The photo processor, concerned at the content of the images and 
feeling it was his duty to report the images, told his supervisor, 
who in turn phoned the police.  The police arrived, inspected
the photographs, and pronounced that there was, "nothing they 
could do."  However, they did hang around, and when the man 
returned to collect his processed photographs the police (unbeknownst 
to the man) followed him and took down his car registration number, 
to run a check on the man to see if he had any outstanding
convictions (according to what they told my photo processor friend).

As far as I know, this was the extent of the investigation.  My 
question is - what is the legal situation in Australia in this 
regard?  From what I have read of examples in the USA and the UK 
heavy-handed investigation would ensue following a revelation 
such as this.  In one sense I am pleased that there was no heavy-
handedness, but on the other it has puzzled me as to the exact 
situation of the law in these matters - can anyone help?

--

To 'Tommer':

I have followed from the sidelines, with a mixture of amusement 
and interest, your shenanigans with Julie and her mother (the 
rather cruelly dubbed 'FFB').  I have just one question. (And
regular readers of this group probably know what it will be): 
Did you ask Julie before you went and posted her image all over 
usenet?  Does she know and what does she think about it?  Her 
letting you take her photograph is one thing - exhibiting it
all over the place is another.  Just curious.

Regards,

'Cipolin'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Gnome' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Those of us watching U.S. television have become familiar with an 
ad for cellular phones: A young mother of two daughters is telling 
them that has a busy day ahead meeting with an important client. 
The older of the daughters (probably 6 or 7) responds that she 
is looking forward to the time when, in order to have more with 
her mother, she too can become a client. Hearing this, the mother 
is struck by feelings of guilt, and she responds: "You have five 
minutes to get ready for the beach, or I'm going without you!" 
This is followed by a child's shouts of delight, and the two 
little girls have quickly changed into their swim suits. The ad 
ends with mother, daughters, and baby sitter at the beach where 
the girls are having a great time (the older one is shouting 
something) while the mother carries on her "meeting" with her 
important client over a cell phone. I love this ad mainly because 
of the two cute little girls in it. And, it got me thinking: 
why, the best baby sitters in the world are pedophiles. When 
might we start advertising ourselves as such? 

'Gnome'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Just a few books that can be found at
http://www.amazon.com (some books are not yet published).

Moral Panic : Changing Concepts of the Child Molester in 
Modern America, by Philip Jenkins

Our Price: $30.00

Hardcover - 320 pages (October 1998)
Yale Univ Pr; ISBN: 0300073879
OR
Not Yet Available: You may still order this title. We will ship it to
you when it is released by the publisher.

--

Pedophiles and Priests : Anatomy of a Contemporary Crisis by Philip
Jenkins

List Price: $30.00
Our Price: $21.00
You Save: $9.00 (30%)

Availability: This title usually ships within 2-3 days.
OR
Hardcover (February 1996)
Oxford Univ Pr (Trade); ISBN: 0195095650

Synopsis

Arguing that the current epidemic of clergy sex abuse is not as
widespread as the media suggests, a critical examination of this issue
states that popular imagination fans the fire of scandal and theorizes
about why the controversy has targeted Catholicism. UP. Card catalog
description

If we can believe the six o'clock news, there has been an epidemic of
sexual abuse among the clergy, and especially among the Roman Catholic
clergy. We have certainly seen many well-publicized cases, with
front-page photos of priests led off to jail, and television interviews
of parents afraid to let their children associate with clergy. But did
the news media get the story right? Is there really an epidemic of
clergy sex abuse? And is there, as some charge, something about the
institution of the priesthood itself that attracts or creates
pedophiles? Neither an expose nor an apology, Pedophiles and Priests
takes a close, dispassionate look at the entire history of this
mushrooming scandal, from the first rumblings to today's headlines.
Philip Jenkins has written a fascinating, exhaustive, and above all
even-handed account that not only puts this particular crisis in
perspective, but offers an eye-opening look at the way in which an issue
takes hold of the popular imagination. Jenkins argues convincingly not
only that clergy sex abuse is far less widespread than the headlines
suggest, but that there is nothing at all particularly Roman Catholic
about the problem.

--

Small Wars : The Cultural Politics of Childhood by Nancy 
Scheper-Hughes (Editor), Carolyn Fishel Sargent (Editor)

Our Price: $18.95

Paperback - 464 pages (November 1998)
Univ California Press; ISBN: 0520209184
OR
Not Yet Available: You may still order this title. We will ship it to
you when it is released by the publisher.

'Andrej'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Hum_bert' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hey this is Hum_bert.

Just a note to say Hi and to let everyone know that I
am okay, just busy with other things. 

Here are a couple of books that girl-lovers might
want to check out, with links to more info.

I Who Have Never Known Men, by Jacqueline Harpman.
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0380731819/002-1910914-8270026

Fairyland, by Paul J. McAuley.
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0380794292/002-1910914-8270026

I would write some about them myself, but I haven't
read them yet. I found both while browsing
bookstores. Both involve young girls.

'Hum_bert'
----------------------------------------------------------------


Humour corner:
----------------------------------------------------------------

REASONS TO SUSPECT THAT THE INTERNATIONAL WINE-TRADE 
IS A FRONT FOR ORGANISED SATANIC SEX FIENDS:

Part 1 - the things they say...

"I've had a 69 with my sister"

"Me and the guys did a 10 year old Tawny; it was sweet" 

"Stick your nose all the way in"

"She needs to open up a bit"

"My Gosh! Check out the legs on that little Blue Nun!"

"I keep Sherry on the rack in my cellar"

"I find the Californians flaccid and the French hard"

"He's a got a devilish nose"

"He needs to practice the swirl"

"She caught me sneaking Helen Turley into the house"

"We're going to be doing it vertically"

"You have to pull it out slowly, otherwise it'll shoot 
all over the place!"

"Have you tasted that little Australian, she's 
very raw"

"I'm smelling leather right now"

"Mind if I check out your screwpull?"

"He never lets them breath before he brings
them up from the cellar"

"There's a lot of sulphur in this one"

"Ladies, any of you enjoying my Beaune?"

"Wow that really swelled up, can you stick it back in?"

"Let it glide across your tongue"

"I'm sorry Madame, but your Pouilly-Fuisse is awfully dry"

"I was really lucky to get a case of the Clape."

"Spit or swallow?"

-----------------------------------------------------------

                                                        
The Journalist's Cookbook
-----------------------------------------------------------

Version 1.0 -- Section 8 -- pedophiles


TITLE

Start by selecting the working title of your piece.  In
many news organizations, the title isn't even chosen by 
the producer of the piece, so it's often a waste of time 
to come up with something good, just to have it retitled 
at the last minute.  And even if you DO get to choose
your own title, it doesn't matter.  Nobody remembers them.
Regardless, it's easier to avoid writer's block once you
have a title.

Here are some examples to get you thinking.  (Of course, if
you're really short on time, just crib one without modification.)

  - The Perverts
  - Are They In your Kid's Bedroom ?
  - The Digitally Depraved
  - Perverting The Planet
  - How Secure Are You Really?
  - Are Your Kids Safe?
  - Dialing for Death

TOPIC

Now choose a topic corresponding to a recent headlines.  
This can be very easy.  Just check out the CNN and ABC
web sites for recent pedo news.  These sites are written 
for the layperson with some understanding of vernhackular.  

If these don't help, then this can be hard.  Check
the newspapers, magazines, chat boards... ferret out some 
recent computer crimes.  Never talk to pedophiles themselves
or read any of their web sites.  If you can find a fresh 
event falling into one of the categories below, write it
down (if you don't have time for that, then just pick one
that sounds good):

  - PGP and pedophiles
  - Cyber perversion/electronic kidnapping
  - Chat-room seduction
  - Cops are powerless
  - Cops set up online hit squad
  - Live video molesting
  - Baby-rape in some overseas country
  - Pedophiles linked to mafia / satanists / government /
    KKK / military / police / Hollywood (delete as appropriate)

IMPENDING THREATS

The phrase "virtual predator" has crept into the
national consciousness.  It encompasses the commonly-cited 
worst case scenarios in the pedophile / internet story.  
Possible new twists to the story includes:

  - Pedophiles get hold of nuclear, biological, or
    chemical agents and ally with Iraq and Libya
  - Pedophiles target mass transit systems for
    'invisible molesting' by looking at kids too long
  - Pedophiles infiltrate hospital systems (patient 
    record databases)
  - Pedophiles set up secret internet, within the
    real internet
  - Pervert children who help pedophiles online

STATISTICS

You know the deal with statistics: no one can verify them,
so don't worry about quoting your sources.  They're just 
guesses anyway.  Well, this wisdom is ESPECIALLY true in 
the case of online pedophiles. So grab a useful statistic 
from a print story, or use one of those provided in Appendix 
A.  In a pinch you can just make something up.  No
one will have any idea.  Your editors don't even know the
difference between a newsgroup and a web-site.

THE LEAD

If you don't have time to write your own, try this
sure-fire intro:

"[PERVERT PREDATORS].  With the recent [INSERT LATEST
NEWS STORY], it's been on everybody's mind.  We've all 
heard stories of pedophiles [LURING CHILDREN / SWOPPING
PORN ] and [ BUYING KID SEX ON OUR STREETS / IN THE FAR
EAST ], but just how big a problem is this?  According to 
statistics, [ ONLINE KIDDY PORN INDUSTRY WORTH $20 BILLION / 
2 MILLION PREDATORS ONLINE / 500,000 TRAVEL FOR KIDDY SEX 
TOURISM / 50 MILLION KIDS ABUSED EACH YEAR ].  With 
figures like that, it makes you wonder: how safe are we 
really?" 

MOVIE CLIPS

Consider the use of a movie clip to hook your audience
right away.  At least some of these films are familiar
to most of your audience, even the ones who don't have 
computers.

Grab some suitable titillating sequences from the following 
flicks, get a technician to montage and overlay them, and 
then open your story with it.

  - Hackers
  - The Net
  - Lolita
  - Pretty Baby

ABOUT DEFINITIONS

Explain the technical jargon to your audience as each term
arises.  Your intro may require the use of one or more terms, 
but resist the urge to explain everything at once.  It's 
boring, and it won't work anyway.

Assume your audience knows what a pedophile is.  You don't
need to explain it, unless to state that they are even more
dangerous and cunning than can be imagined.

Ask your interview subjects to explain any jargon they use.
While they're at it, ask them to explain the jargon used by
anyone you interviewed previously.  Someone else may be better
at explaining something than the person who actually used 
the term.

PORN SHOTS

These are the clips of perverts sharing the fruits of their
labor.  Your story should have at least one of these.

  - Blacked-out web sites (TEEN GOLD / NAMBLA / BARELYLEGAL)
  - Data scrolling randomly across monitor
  - Screenful of chat on AOL
  - Picture downloading from newsgroup

Mention the following web-sites as "too shocking to show":

  - Rene Guyon Society
  - Child Sexuality Circle   
  - Barely Legal
  - preteensex.com


INTERVIEWS

There are just three categories of subjects worthy of
on-camera interviews: pedophiles, law enforcement officials,
and child charity spokespersons.

Whenever you interview any of these subjects, you must
determine their credentials.  By this we mean the following:

        * number of years in their respective roles
        * famous exploits
        * membership in appropriate organizations
        * authorship of any books or articles on the topic
        * relevant jail time / offences
        * whether the subject has been featured in any
         previous interviews


ABOUT SHOOTING YOUR SUBJECTS

Just four simple rules, all of which you should already
know.

Rule number one: always shoot the subject working at a
computer.  This is absolutely crucial, never omit it.

Rule number two: conduct the interview in the subject's
habitat, but away from the computer.

Rule number three: get lots of closeups.  Room decorations,
computer systems, keyboards, bookshelves, anything visually
appealing.  You will need these for cutaways.

Pedophiles
----------

  - anonymous pedo in nondescript hotel room

    - features obliterated
    - bulky silhouette against scary backlight
    - mosaic face / distorted voice

Only show them talking aboiut having sex with kids, and
how easy it is to contact kids online.  Cut to something 
scary afterwards, like cops trawling each other on an 
IRC preteen channel.


Law enforcement officials
-------------------------

FBI agents, local police officers, anyone from the 
Department of Justice, local district attorneys, etc.

SETTINGS
  - server room
  - cubicle (ideally with bookcase)

INSERTS

  - building entrance
  - nametag
  - badge
  - gun
  - bookshelves


Child charity spokespersons
---------------------------

These come in two flavors: evangelicals, and professionals.

Evangelicals -- Favorite topics include: the evil nature
of pedophiles / how we need more committed people to
stop them / the valiant few amateur Christians working to 
combat the evil empire of pedophilia online / people in
authority not doing enough (ominous tone)

Professionals -- Favorite topics: their new research which
shows that... / how they need more funds / people in
authority not doing enough (ominous tone) / epidemic of
abuse

SETTINGS

  - server room
  - telephone equipment room
  - cubicle
  - office with books

INSERTS
  - storefront / sign
  - bookshelves

You could also interview:
-------------------------

- Congressmen and senators, especially if running for re-election
- Local vigilate groups
- Sheepish looking local ISP owner


THE CLOSING

Nothing special here.  Just a few sentences that
re-emphasize the topic.

Remember that no matter the precise issue, the general
message should be to fear the relentless and unstoppable 
legion of pedophiles in cyberspace.

--------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                            10th August 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Those who have followed my computer art experiments using
     Bryce may like to know that the full registered Bryce 2 
     for Mac and PC is to be given away free with next 
     month's issue of UK magazine _Computer Arts_. ]



'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Flickorna' wrote:
>> what is it, do you think, that they want to *help* you with?

>I think they want to help me have a relationship with a girl 
>closer to my own age. They both asked me to participate 
>in one of their workshops and I don't think they intend to 
>charge me. Unfortunately, I don't think I would feel comfortable 
>in their workshop and I don't know if I really want a girlfriend 
>close to my own age. It's confusing.

This is an obvious contradiction. It seems like even the
suppoused liberals out there have trouble with childhood
sexuality when it is their OWN children. Of course, I have
heard some say that childhood peer relations are acceptable
but child/adult relationships are taboo, usually because
of power and authority issues but I still contend that children
can understand and be completely involved with their
adult friends but I suspect that it will still have to be confined
to the children's 'secret society'. If an adult (you) are allowed
in, be happy but I don't think most parents will ever actively
support and encourage it with their own children.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

'Gnome' wrote:
> Those of us watching U.S. television have become familiar with an
> ad for cellular phones: A young mother of two daughters is telling
> them that has a busy day ahead meeting with an important client.
> The older of the daughters (probably 6 or 7) responds that she
> is looking forward to the time when, in order to have more with
> her mother, she too can become a client. Hearing this, the mother
> is struck by feelings of guilt, and she responds: "You have five
> minutes to get ready for the beach, or I'm going without you!"
> This is followed by a child's shouts of delight, and the two
> little girls have quickly changed into their swim suits. The ad
> ends with mother, daughters, and baby sitter at the beach where
> the girls are having a great time (the older one is shouting
> something) while the mother carries on her "meeting" with her

"Hey everybody, it's time for the meeting", I thought that was cute :-)

> important client over a cell phone. I love this ad mainly because
> of the two cute little girls in it. And, it got me thinking:

I am a big fan of this ad, it's too bad AT&T won't sell video tape
copies of their ads (trust me, I've asked, no responses). This, like
most commercials, was originally much longer and is trimed to fit
whatever amount of time that was purchesed. The original version is
around 5-6 minutes long (!) on the tape sent from the advertising
agency (I forget the name, but I belive they are a French company?)
and was trimmed back quite a bit before it's first brodcast to around
45 seconds or so, then it was trimed even more to around 30 seconds,
and then to about 25 seconds (counting ad text) which is the version
currently showing. I still have a copy of the 45 second version (minus
a couple seconds of the begining that I always seem to miss) and most
of what was cut is the running around getting ready for the beach,
including the scene where the two girls are pulling open a drawer and
a few scenes of them sitting on the bathroom floor (both cute scenes)
and a brief scene of the babysitter watching tv. One interesting thing
about this commercial, it has the younger girl nude in a few scenes,
something that is extreemly rare in American commercials, and yet
nobody threw a fit about it. Although I did notice they cut most of
those scenes in later edits of the commercial (as well as all the
"sitting on the floor of the bathroom" scenes). I was really surprised
AT&T had the courage to do this in the current anti-nudity climate we
have in this country.

I really wish AT&T would sell this commercial on tape, I would gladly
pay for it, especially since my copy isn't the best quality.  Maybe
someday Dreamweaver (world's greatest scanner) can get a good copy and
post some scans.

Other great commercial from AT&T was the "Rocket Man" one.  Father has
to go away on business, while on the plane he finds a hair thingy in
his briefcase and faxes his wife to meet him outside at a certain time
that I guess he flies over.  I haven't seen this one in a while but it
always drew a tear from me.  And, of course, the girl getting home
from a date, sending email back and forth with her boyfriend, very
cute commercial.

I love commercials, often they're better then the shows I happen to be
watching :-)

BTW, the Dial soap commercial is sure to become a classic, you know,
the 'Wizard of Oz' song one. Simply beautyful.

--

'?' wrote: (on August 1st):
>Hi all,
>
>Just watched a made-for-tv movie called
>"The Batchlers Baby" (misspelled of

BTW, dat was me dat done posted dat, guess I forgot my name at the 
bottom again :-)

--

I've done a little more research since my last email, here's what 
I've learned about that AT&T commercial.

The original version was NOT 6 minutes (where did I get that number?) 
but was insted 60 seconds.  Won an "Ollie" in the series catagory along 
with the "Teen Date" and "Freshman" commercials.  Earned a "Finalist 
Certificate" in The New York Festivals.  I belive it was either filmed 
in Santa Monica California or Los Angeles.

            Title: Beaches
           Agency: Young & Rubicam [http://www.yr.com/]
         Director: James Gartner
  Cinematographer: Tom Olgeirsson
Creative Director: Gordon Bowen,  Tom Pratt
           Editor: Michael Saia, Dennis Hayes
      Copy Writer: Kurtis Glade
  Agency Producer: Roseanne Horn

I still haven't found out the actresses' names.

'PK1'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ezekial' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Gnome' wrote:
>Those of us watching U.S. television have become familiar with an 
>ad for cellular phones: A young mother of two daughters is telling 
>them that has a busy day ahead meeting with an important client. 
>The older of the daughters (probably 6 or 7) responds that she 
>is looking forward to the time when, in order to have more with 
>her mother, she too can become a client. Hearing this, the mother 
>is struck by feelings of guilt, and she responds: "You have five 
>minutes to get ready for the beach, or I'm going without you!" 
>This is followed by a child's shouts of delight, and the two 
>little girls have quickly changed into their swim suits. The ad 
>ends with mother, daughters, and baby sitter at the beach where 
>the girls are having a great time (the older one is shouting 
>something) while the mother carries on her "meeting" with her 
>important client over a cell phone. I love this ad mainly because 
>of the two cute little girls in it. And, it got me thinking: 
>why, the best baby sitters in the world are pedophiles. When 
>might we start advertising ourselves as such? 

I also enjoy this commercial.  Have you noticed also though, 
that the baby-sitter seems to be of the age that needs someone 
to watch her also.  Have you also noticed that, the littlest 
girl, although conspicuosly hidden by the fridge, and a few 
other well placed objects, is portrayed as being nude prior 
to the mothers decision to take them to the beach?

'Ezekial'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary':
----------------------------------------------------------------

I had a strange experience last night but I think everything
will be OK.

Some of the neighbor children and their friends stayed the
night last night and, as is my usual practice, I checked on
them to make sure they were OK in the middle of the night.

A cute little 4 year old was sleeping in one bed with her
teenaged cousin and the little one was partially uncovered.

As I was reaching over to cover her, the teenager woke up
and told me to keep my hands off of her. I told her that I was
just covering her up and not to worry. I had to say it a couple
of times for her to relax about it and she reached over herself 
to covered her up. Nothing more was said about it so I figure 
they are OK. If there had been a serious problem or they would 
have felt threatened I'm sure that they would have made an issue 
about it this morning or would have gone back to their own house 
last night. It was scary, though. I found out later that the teenager
had some fear of molestation already because my daughter
said that she was herding the children into the house last night
saying that there were people in the night who might get them.

We'll see how she treats me next time she sees me.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------


'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

I usually keep my mouth shut, but something about one of Ianthe's 
newsclips made me really angry.  (By the way, Ianthe's news
clippings are a great part of the mailing list)

That art critic who was quoted on the Lewis Carrol exhibit tried 
to say that 20th century eyes read more into the photos than is 
there - get real mr. art critic! That gentle Anglican 'man of the 
cloth' was a pedophile - there's no other explanation for a
lifetime obsession with semi-clothed and nude photography of 
preteen girls. I'm not saying that he abused or traumatized any of 
his little friends, but DON'T DENY HE WAS ATTRACTED TO THEIR NUDE 
FORMS!!! The art critic even attributed the sultry expression of 
Alice Liddel in "Beggar Girl" to "the long amount of time needed 
for exposure" Give me a f***king break!!!!

'?'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Quilty' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Just read A.N. Wilson's DREAM CHILDREN and I recommend it. There 
are a few false notes, some stilted and unlikely dialogue, but 
on the whole it is an entertaining and lively novel with enough 
about our favorite subject to keep us involved.

The protagonist Oliver is more of a perv than the author 
lets on. He goes to the park on drizzly days so he can toss 
off wearing a raincoat while watching a netball game. He also 
jerks off to Lewis Carroll photos. Now I can't imagine anyone 
_really_ jerking off to Lewis Carroll photos (other than CLD 
himself?), but if the author put in David Hamilton, say, or 
underwear ads, it would make the hero seem less of a high-
flying academic.

His affair with Bobs is not fully explained: we only learn 
that they never go all the way and he taught her a game called 
bananas and cream, so it's up to the reader to fill in the 
sordid or delicious details. But there is some nice prose, 
like this short bit:

 "Oliver also lay awake, but with the sleeping form of 
 Bobs in his arms. He loved the smell of the child. There 
 is a point in the physical development of any human being 
 when the odors given off by its body become repugnant. This 
 point perhaps would soon come to Bobs. There was a certain 
 event of which he lived in dread; he feared that when it 
 happened, he would be unable any longer to hold her in his 
 bed as he did now, savouring the smell of her hair, and 
 the hot, lithe body as it lay, clad in her pyjamas, in 
 his arms."

The heroine, Bobs, laughs at everything. I got sick 
of her laughing at everything. Every sentence she utters 
is described as if she found it irrepressibly funny. 
Still it's a nice love story between the two and the 
plot histrionics don't get too loony for the denouement. 
The "Court TV" subplot is far- fetched but there are 
some nice touches. Rose La Touche is mentioned and there 
are references to a Betjeman poem ("Indoor games near 
Newbury"--do you know it, Ianthe?).

  [ A poigniant elegy for a southern English middle-class 
  childhood of the 1930s. See also Betjeman's poem about 
  a boy-lover, in the current issue of Fresh Petals. ]

(I don't know if the book was revised for the American market but 
the dustajcket refers to "Britte the Austrian Amazon housekeeper"
while in the novel she is Lotte the au pair, and Bobs as 12, 
whereas in the book she's 10.)

   [ UK dustjacket has "Austrian au-pair", and inside the 
    name is Lotte. Bobs is 10 in the UK edition.  My guess is 
    the guy who writes the Random House d/jackets is away on 
    holiday and the trainee didn't actually read the book 
    before writing the blurb :) ]

The key to the novel is given in a couplet from [German poet] 
Heine, which is not translated. The couplet reads...   

  Ich war, O Lamm, als Hirt bestellt,
     Zu huten dich auf dieser Welt.

My translation of this is

   I was, O Lamb, as shepherd enrolled,
     to watch over you in this world.
  

   [  Also, Heine seems to have had some liking for young girls...

      from YOLANTE AND MARIE

      II.
      Now which one should I fall in love with ?
      Both keep me thoroughly beguiled.
      The mother's still a lovely woman,
      The daughter is a lovely child.

      Pale face and inexperienced body -
      They touch my heart, just to be seen!
      Yet wiser eyes excite me also:
      They know what tenderness can mean.

      My heart is like our friend the jackass
      Who stood between two bales of hay
      And vainly racked his brains debating
      Which way the tastier fodder lay.  ]


Overall it's a well-written book, and sensitive to the 
subject of intergenerational love -- which is why it got 
lambasted by the NY Times critic. The moral is, if you 
do anything indiscreet don't write about it in your 
diary (or post it on ASGL!).  It's not a "Lolita for 
our times" as the blurb claims. 

(But then what's this insanity making Lolita the fourth 
best novel in English of the twentieth century? Pale 
Fire is a far better work by the same author and I can 
think of a dozen great books that didn't make the 
Modern Library list -- or any of the revised ones.)

'Quilty'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!  I apologize for my long silence, but I've been terribly
busy lately.  It's been all I can do to keep up with the posts that
are coming in, even given their scarcity this time of year.

The last of my European visitors went home over the weekend, and 
so I finally have my house to myself again.  Heh.

Their stay was, however, a most joyful experience.  Dad and 3 
daughters 17, 11, and 9. :)  Needless to say, we spent a lot
of time at the local pool weathering the unusually high 
temperatures we've been having this year.

What a joy it is to have children in the house.  I miss them.

The youngest of my cousins also became fast friends with Rachel and
Brittany, giving those two an excuse to be over at my place a great
deal of the time.

Brittany continues to make an excellent recovery.  As horrible an
experience as her rape was, the silver lining is beginning to eclipse
the cloud.  She's happier than she's ever been, her relationship with
her grandparents has greatly improved from what it was before (her
parents have pretty much ignored her all her life, they're losers
anyway ... drugs, alcohol, etc ... and her grandparents have raised
her all her life), and she's finally making friends again.

School starts up again in a couple of weeks, and both Rachel and
Brittany are looking forward to it.  So am I, especially given the
fact that they will have both math and computer classes ... both areas
in which I am eminently qualified to tutor ... :)

--

>'Flickorna' writes:
>I talked to the father and he thinks that it is okay to be sexually
>available to children but that it is not good to look to children for
>sexual satisfaction. He thinks that if we lived in a society that
>allowed adult/child sexual relationships that it would be different
>but that in our society with all its taboos it can only lead to
>emotional pain.

He's right.  It's not the consensual sex that harms the children, it's
the social fallout created by panicky adults (parents, police) and
especially the child abuse industry.

>>>I want to tell him that there are a lot of people in the world who
>>>would agree with me
>>
>>Who would those people be?
>
>I mean there are lots of people in the world who can accept
>adult/child sexual relationships. They are just hard to find. 

Especially since admitting such a thing (at least in the US) would
get you tarred, feathered, and run out of town on a rail ... in a
*liberal* town ...

--

'Gnome' wrote:
>Those of us watching U.S. television have become familiar with an 
>ad for cellular phones: A young mother of two daughters is telling 
>them that has a busy day ahead meeting with an important client. 

Beautiful ad.  If you look closely (and quickly) enough, you will
notice that the youngest daughter is topless at the beginning of
the ad, where we see her for three or four frames, standing in front
of the refrigerator.

I'm surprised the ad's makers got away with that.  Several Lever 
2000 ads have been pulled for showing a 2 or 3 year old girl 
topless, playing with her mother.

>important client over a cell phone. I love this ad mainly because 
>of the two cute little girls in it. And, it got me thinking: 
>why, the best baby sitters in the world are pedophiles. When 
>might we start advertising ourselves as such? 

Don't hold your breath on that one, 'Gnome'.

As sad and bassackwards as it is, it is now more of a social sin
to be _kind to a child_ than it is to rape or murder an adult.

--

>The Journalist's Cookbook
<snip>

Heh.  Looks like something that came straight out of the CNN style
guide.  Thanx for the laugh, Ianthe!

--

That's all for now!

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

UK TV Notes:

Monday 10 August, 9.00pm - 10.00pm CH4

SECRET HISTORY: KINSEY'S PAEDOPHILES: "Did sexologist Alfred Kinsey 
pander to paedophiles in his famous report?" asks Radio Times. From the 
description of this programme the argument seems to go: "Kinsey asked 
one paedophile about children's sexuality" _ergo_ "his replies are 
unreliable" _ergo_ "children are asexual". Typical 90's slant on the 
influential late 40's/early 50's classic. Actually a lot of his evidence 
of children's sexuality comes from mothers observing their youngsters.

From what I remember of reading (or skimming) it, there is very little 
about paedophilia per se in the work; apart from the testimony of one 
boy-lover (as evidence of children's sexuality) there is just a little 
put into the second volume (almost as an afterthought). This is perhaps 
because it concerns "Sexual Behaviour of the Human Male/Female" and so 
excludes desire not acted on.

Actually, the data on boy sexuality comes exclusively from a boy-lover's
copious records and notes of his sexual encounters with over a hundred
boys (I seem to remember it was around 150).  Kinsey considered the data
important because they were carefully and obsessively kept and the man
was in jail for sex with boys (giving credibility to the notion that he
didn't make up all the statistics).  So the data were the result of
observation, not first-hand accounts.  But Kinsey didn't seem to have
any other way to get this kind of data either.

Whether the methods used _really_ produced an accurate account of 
people's sexuality is another matter.

Kinsey's account of people's sexuality has not been seriously challenged
by anyone to date.

----------------------------------------------------------------

   [ The fact that the director of the documentary is one 
     Tim Tate, journalist, should tell us a lot about it.  
     He is a member of the semi-clandestine anti-satanic
     organisation RAINS, which evolved out of evangelical
     panics about nebulous 'satanic child sexual abuse', 
     and although (according to Jean la Fontaine, author
     of the definitive Dept of Health report on the subject,
     and a book from Cambridge University Press) the focus 
     of the group has moved towards recruiting psychiatrists, 
     police officers, social workers and journalists, RAINS
     appears to still maintain belief in satanic abuse, 
     according to la Fontaine. ]


Re Kinsey, this appeared in today's The Times (London):
------------------------------------------------------------
 
_It's time to ditch the dirt_

 Alfred Kinsey succeeded in changing America's attitude to
 sex. Now he is being labelled as a pervert. But what are
 the motives of those trying to rubbish him? 

 By Roger Clarke

AMERICAN SEXOLOGIST ALFRED C. KINSEY still excites
extraordinary levels of controversy - some 40 years after
his death. Tonight's Secret Lives documentary which claims
to expose "Kinsey's Paedophilia", has already been
condemned in advance by Kinsey's newest biographer Jonathan
Gathorne-Hardy as inflammatory, sinister and downright
dishonest. "I was appalled, quite frankly," he tells me
when I meet him at his publisher's office, after seeing the
preview tape.

Kinsey's name is already dirt thanks to a notorious recent
hatchet job by yet another biographer. Only last year,
James Jones in his _Alfred C Kinsey - A Public/Private Life_
claimed that not only was Kinsey a bad scientist, he
indulged in peculiar acts of sexual self-mutilation on
which floated a whole raft of dishonest behaviour.
In a sometimes overtly homophobic manner, he marks Kinsey
down as a fifth-columnist gay man - the very image of
deceit and lies. The Times published a leader after the
book came out, and it was somehow regarded as the last word
on the sexologist: "his science [was] vitiated by his
disregard of proper sampling methods," it boomed with
almost Victorian indignancy. "He was a voyeur, a masochist,
a homosexual."

Jonathan Gathorne-Hardy's new biography of Kinsey, called
_Sex: The Measure of All Things_, is published next week. It
is a sane voice amongst the general hubbub and hysteria.
But it wasn't for his sanity that TV producer Tim Tate
recruited him for the Channel 4 documentary, in which he
appears several times. It was for his notes on a
paedophile's diary kept under lock and key at the Kinsey
Institute. The Institute had refused Tate access.

"I admit I was naive, but there was no indication that they
were going to make a case for Kinsey virtually being a
paedophile." says Gathorne-Hardy, who denies being a Kinsey
apologist. In an old-fashioned way he doesn't seem worried
about himself, but feels errors are being made that he is
honour-bound to correct. "There are legitimate criticisms
to be made of Kinsey, but not on this level."

The world of Kinsey is the world of feuds - battles between
academics and biographers mask a larger war between the
forces of the progressive left and the forces of the
reactionary right. As is so often the case these days,
stories from the US tainted with insular American politics
are delivered raw on the British doorstep with no attempt
to analyse their origins.

The US Christian Right have been on Kinsey's case since he
published his two pioneering books on male and female
sexuality in 1948 and 1953 respectively. The Christian
Right do not accept sexology as a science. They believe
Kinsey to be the father of sex education in schools, which
has long been anathema to their cause.

What are the accusations? He has been accused of distorting
his figures from his love of the bizarre. He has been
accused of encouraging group sex among his staff. He has
been accused of being a closet homosexual and a masochist
who inserted objects up his penis and even cut off his
foreskin with a penknife. And now he is being accused of
colluding with child rapists by not reporting them to the
police, breaking the "confessional" of scientific research.

Tim Tate, who made the documentary, is no stranger to
strongly polemical TV: an associate of Roger Cook, he is
not from the sugar-and-spice school of programme-making. He
wants to get your attention and then put his foot in the
door. To this end he recruits a key figure of the Christian
American Right, Judith Reisman. With her mannered delivery,
this self-appointed nemesis of Kinsey seems the epitome of
the familiar fundamentalist far-right mix of sentiment and
violence.

For purely dramatic purposes Tate recruits one unfortunate
woman, who, abused by her father as a child, thinks that
her father may have sent details of the abuse to Kinsey. A
horrible thought of course - but one for which there isn't
a shred of evidence. After a tearful recounting of her
experiences, the programme concludes with this woman
heaving herself beseechingly up the steps of the Kinsey
Institute - apparently locked out and cold-shouldered by an
inhuman collaborator of her abusive father, a
scientist-monster who turned abuse into pie-charts and
percentages. The building looks forbidding, cold and almost
fortified. "It isn't even the Kinsey Institute," observes
Gathorne-Hardy. "It's the clock-tower in Bloomington".

The documentary recounts how Kinsey had corresponded with
two especially unpleasant child-sex enthusiasts - one in
the US, one in Germany - and used the data of the US man to
produce one much-reviled chart on how long it takes
pre-pubescents to reach orgasm.

"Kinsey saw paedophiles," says Gathorne-Hardy, a trace of
exasperation in his voice. "He saw everybody - rapists,
homosexuals, people involved in incest because he was going
to write a book about sex offenders and there was no way he
could study them without talking to them. But any kind of
coercion appalled him in sex. And he sometimes changed his
views. Once he came back from St Quentin prison in a
complete state after speaking to rapists, who had all told
him they would willingly re-offend as soon as they were
released. He felt there was nothing left except to leave
them in jail till they died."

Interestingly, Gathorne-Hardy accepts a central charge of
the programme. "He should have been honest about that chart
on infantile sexuality, and where the data came from," he
agrees. "But it was the bad publication of science rather
than bad science - much of that data has subsequently been
proved."

I mentioned that many people watching the documentary would
feel appalled by the views expressed by members of the
beleaguered Kinsey Institute. To a man they seem like
classically deluded academics who have spent so much time
with their subject they have quite lost touch of how to
speak to the outside world about it. "You must remember
these are very old men, and one in particular, Clarence
Tripp, is something of a loose cannon who seems to forget
that his views are not always Kinsey's views. But to say
they have encouraged the spread of paedophilia by studying
it is like saying those who study Aids are encouraging the
spread of it".

Gathorne-Hardy hopes Kinsey will receive a more measured
response in future. "I feel I have to stand up against this
tide," he says. "He was a brave man and a pioneer whose
figures, even when 'cleaned' up, still stand. His influence
on more tolerant ways of thinking is still with us." 

And the future of the Kinsey Institute? They've already moved
Kinsey's notorious sex-films to a secret location. And they
have vowed to destroy painstakingly accumulated material
(including a $40 million erotic art collection, almost
never seen) if the police arrive with warrants - as the
Tate documentary suggests is desirable.

"I'm afraid a lot of material has probably already been
destroyed by Kinsey's family," says Gathorne-Hardy, adding
that they were "shattered" by Jones's book. "I think it's
inevitable that things will be got rid of. They're under
siege." 

----------------------------------------------------------



'n.s. aristoff'
----------------------------------------------------------

>The Times (London) 4th August 1998:
>
>Video move to stop Asia sex tourists
>  
>Children who have been abused by British "sex tourists"
>in Asia could give evidence recorded on video to help to
>secure convictions in this country.
>
>The move is one of several being considered by ministers
>before an international conference on paedophilia to be
>held in October in London. The Sexual Offences Act 1997
>gave the police powers to charge sex tourists, but no
>convictions have been secured since it came into force last
>September.
>
>One of the biggest hurdles has been the impracticality of
>bringing foreign children to Britain to give evidence.
>Under the plan, countries would agree standards over the
>way the evidence is recorded.

Better title: "Civil liberties to be diminished to increase 
efficacy of law."

Frustrated by the passage of laws they can't enforce, the British
government, following in the footsteps of the US and Continental
governments will take concrete steps to eliminate civil liberties 
in the hopes that their new laws will be enforceable.  In 
particular, the right of a defendant to confront witnesses 
against him will be eliminated.

'n.s. aristoff'
---------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Or, "the UK government wants to be seen to be doing 
     something, in advance of the conference, and making 
     noises about standards in video evidence is a very 
     cheap way of doing that, and it also has the advantage
     of subtly casting aspersions on the ways overseas 
     police collect evidence, which may then provide some
     way of shielding the UK from hostile comments from
     overseas attendees at the conference". ]


ends
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   [ Weekend press-cuttings round-up ]



The Times (London)
---------------------------------------------------------------

August 14 1998     
 
_Teachers warned not to rub sunscreen on pupils_ 

  TEACHERS were advised yesterday to refuse to apply
suncream to children in their care because of the risk of
being accused of sexual abuse.

In guidelines to be issued to education authorities, the
Local Government Association said that, even with parental
consent, teachers should not apply suntan lotion.

Ivor Widdeson, education officer for the association, said:
"Teachers' reluctance is well-founded. This whole issue
must be subject to the most careful consideration because
school teachers are very vulnerable to accusations of
physical and sexual abuse."

The association was prompted to offer the advice after the
Health Education Authority found that many primary school
teachers were reluctant to help pupils to protect
themselves from the sun because they thought they were not
permitted to do so under the Health and Safety (First Aid)
Regulations 1981. In its attempt to create guidelines for
the Department of Health's sun awareness campaign, the
authority sought the advice of the local authorities'
umbrella body.

However, the authority was surprised by the association's
response. A spokesman said: "We were hoping they would come
round, as children are in the sun at the hottest time of
the day. But their advice has been surprising and does not
help us to advise on protecting children."

Teaching unions described the comments as extreme. Olwyn
Gunn, education secretary for the National Association of
Schoolmasters and Union of Women Teachers, said: "It is
very extreme indeed. Teachers are carers and are attempting
to establish relations with young children, and we would
not advise our teachers to refuse to adminster cream.
However, we cannot dismiss the position teachers are in
concerning allegations. Just one rumour and they are
suspended, and there have been enough such cases to make
teachers worried."

Yesterday the Department for Education and Employment said
it would not be issuing guidelines on suncream. A spokesman
said: "How much can we advise on? Whether to wipe the
running noses of children too? We cannot go this far on
everything, as these issues are left to local education
authorities as the employers of the teachers."

Last year there were 117 allegations of child abuse made
against teachers in the NASUWT. Of these, 91 have so far
proved unfounded. 

--

David Hart, general secretary of the National Association
of Head Teachers, told BBC Radio 4's *Today* programme: "I
can understand the spirit [the advice] is written in but I
do think we are in grave danger of creating a nanny state.
If we can't rely on teachers' judgment and we have to keep 
telling them they mustn't do perfectly natural and normal 
things in particular circumstances, I think we are demeaning 
the profession." 

-------------------------------------------------------------



The Times (London)
-------------------------------------------------------------
   
August 15 1998     

_MAD DOGS AND BUREAUCRATS_ 

_Classroom discipline is eroded by over-regulation _
  
The sun has a strange effect on some people. The recent
heatwave appears to have exacerbated bureaucracy's tendency
to meddle. In the middle of the school summer holidays, the
Local Government Association has warned education
authorities that teachers should not help pupils to apply
sun cream, for fear of being accused of sexual abuse. This
latest piece of nannying, which has union support, is a sad
reflection of a climate of fear. If teachers dare not even
dab sun cream on a child's nose, how can they be expected
to uphold school discipline?

The idea that teachers act *in loco parentis* has been
destroyed. Thirty years ago, parents expected schools to
instil the sense of order and respect that their children
found at home. A clip around the ear, a rap over the
knuckles with a ruler, detention - these were considered
legitimate means of enforcing discipline. Teachers would
echo the home environment by rewarding pupils with a pat on
the head, reassuring young children with a cuddle and
tending to their needs as any parent would. Mr Chips might
have gone, but his spirit lived on.

Since then this concept has been buffeted from all sides.
Classroom discipline has been eroded by so-called
"progressive" theories.  "Positive evaluation" displaced 
the notion of right and wrong. Cases of child abuse resulted 
in over-zealous restrictions on the physical contact 
teachers can have with children. Schools ceased to reflect
such structured routines of family life as regular meals 
or reading to children.

These trends have reduced some of Britain's classrooms to
anarchy, with teachers unable or unwilling to exercise
authority. The number of teachers beaten up by their pupils
has soared: one teaching union estimates that its members
won 750,000 in compensation in one year alone. The last
resort - expulsion - is fast becoming the most effective
means of dealing with consistently wayward pupils.

Teachers' paranoia about the consequences of physical
contact has been heightened by a spate of accusations of
child abuse: last year 117 allegations were made against
teachers in one union, of which 91 have so far proved
unfounded.

The Government's attempts to reverse the idiocies of past
legislation have been half-hearted. Guidance issued last
month shows just how tight the State's apron-strings are
tied. While belatedly dispelling the myth that any physical
contact with a child is unlawful, it tells teachers that
they should restrict themselves to using "reasonable force"
- for which there is no legal definition. Slapping a child,
or pulling two fighting children apart, is outlawed. A 
depressing endnote tells teachers that while touching 
"may be appropriate" in some cases, "well-intentioned 
physical contact can sometimes be misconstrued".

If the Government wants schools to be places of order and
security, it must trust teachers more and nanny them less.
Teachers are well able to use their common sense; and if
they are to instil discipline, they should be able to
punish as well as reward their pupils - a concept that has
been expelled from too many schools. The pendulum of public
opinion, which swung in favour of banning corporal
punishment and tight regulations to prevent child abuse, is
now swinging back. The "suncream directive" will accelerate
its momentum.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK snippets:
-----------------------------------------------------------

August 14 1998     
  
UK:  CHIEF probation officers are demanding restrictions on
the reporting of the names and whereabouts of paedophiles
released from jail.  A delegation of senior officers will 
meet the Press Complaints Commission next week to call 
for new guidelines.

Guy Black, director of the Press Complaints Commission,
said that the issue had to be taken seriously. "We
recognise that it is a very delicate situation and we need
to be sure that any of our suggestions and proposals are
going to be workable." He said that, after meeting the
association's delegation, the commission would hold talks
with the Home Office, police and Guild of Editors.

--

14th August:

Mr Michael confirmed that the Government was still
considering whether indeterminate jail terms could be
imposed on paedophiles.

--

A national crackdown on police corruption has been
launched by Jack Straw as fresh evidence suggests that
there are far more crooked officers than had been
suspected. 

--

August 13, 1998

       LONDON (AP) - The government in considering special
centres to house convicted pedophiles on their release from
jail after a public backlash against its policy of
resettling them in the community.

         A Home Office spokesman said other options being
considered by the committee are "better use of existing
(probation-run) hostels and trying to reassure the public".

--

POLICE are about to embark on the first trial of automatic
face-recognition software linked to CCTV cameras. [ Which 
are _everywhere_ in 90s nanny Britain ]

The systems can scan crowds of people and match faces 
against a database of criminals.

The trials, in an unnamed inner London borough this
autumn, will use the British-designed Mandrake system,
which can even discover the identity of a suspect from an
e-fit image.

However, privacy campaigners have raised concerns about
the trials and have called on the Government to issue
strict guidelines.

 A spokesman for the pressure group Privacy International
said: "We asked the Government to prohibit the sale of this
technology, and urged that strict guidelines be issued to
the police."

Using software developed in America, Software & Systems has
also taken the the process a stage further to allow the use
of the system for large-scale search-and-compare operations.

Based on advances in neural intelligence, the software has
been programmed to match key facial features and to learn
from its past mistakes. Unaffected by facial hair,
spectacles, hat and so on, the software concentrates on the
area of the face between the top of the eyebrows and the
bottom of the chin and from one side of the temple to the
other.

 Ben Turner of Software & Systems International said: "We
found that the search engine was even capable of making a
comparison between an e-fit image of a person and a
photograph held on the database."

 The problem of a suitable database remains. The
availabilty of digital images of criminals is at best
patchy - most images are still hard-copy photographs. 
The new driving licence and passports will soon have 
digital photographs.

---------------------------------------------------------



The Daily Telegraph:
---------------------------------------------------------

_UK Customs check for laptop porn_ 

Thursday, August 13, 1998

Customs & Excise software could check your hard disk for
porn 

_By Internet Correspondent Chris Nuttall_ 

IT journalist Kenneth Neil Cukier found his laptop the
target of a Customs and Excise swoop when he stepped off
the Eurostar shuttle from Paris at London's Waterloo
station last Friday. 

The Paris correspondent for CommunicationsWeek
International was in the British capital for a one-day
editorial strategy meeting. But he was delayed when two
customs officers pulled him to one side and took him to an
area where other officers were carrying out random
searches. 

_An e-mail tale_ 

Kenn describes what happened next in an e-mail which has
been posted on the Internet: 

"A customs officer told me to lay my computer bag on the
table, and inspected my ticket and passport. After learning
I was a reporter, she demanded to see my press card (issued
by the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs), and asked where
I was going in London, why, and for how long. 

"Do you know there are things that are illegal to bring
into the UK?" she asked. 
"Uh, yeah ... There are many things that are illegal to
bring across borders - do you have in mind any thing in
particular?," I said. 
"Illegal drugs, fire arms, bomb making materials, lewd and
obscene pornographic material...." 
I felt a rush of relief. I was late and now was assured I
could get on with my journey. "I am carrying none of that,"
I replied. 
"Is that a computer in your bag?" 
"Yes." 
"Does it have Internet on it?" 
Here, I confess, I really didn't know how to answer. What
does one say to a question like that? I was struck dumb. 
"I use the computer to access the Internet, yes," I said,
rather proud of myself for my accuracy. 
"Is there any pornography on it?" she said, stoically. 
I figured out what's going on. But I'm mentally paralyzed
from all the synapses sparkling all at once in my head. 
Does she not understand that Internet content is distributed
around the world?  That I'm just dialing a local number, be 
it in France or the UK, and that whether I [physically] 
cross a border is moot to what I'm able to access? 
"There is no pornography stored on the hard drive," I
stated. 
"Do you mind if I check." she says rather than asks, and
begins to take the computer out of the bag. 
"I'm just going to hook it up over there and scan the hard
drive..." she continues. 
And then her face turns dour. "Oh! It's an Apple," she
says, dejectedly. "Our scanner doesn't work on Apples." 
At this point, it's all a little bit too much, too fast,
for me to handle. From seeing my personal privacy ripped
out from under me with a computer-enema to an immediate
about-face and witnessing my oppressors flounder in the pap
of their own incompetence was just too much to bear. 
Then, of course, I sort of relished the irony of it all. 
I swung into naive-mode "Oh. Oh well," I said and began
packing up. "Why not?" 
"I dunno - it just doesn't," she said. 
"Is this a common thing that you do? Scan PCs?" 
"It happens quite often," she said. 
"Do you catch a lot?" 
"Sometimes," she says, cautiously. 
" What's the fine? The penalty?" I asked. 
She started to become uncomfortable and tried to move me
along. "It depends. Every case is different. It depends
what they have." 
"What about if I had encryption -- do you check for that
too?" I said, disdaining the risk that she might want to
check the computer "by hand" since I'd mentioned the
dreaded C-word.... 
"Huh?! I don't know about that...." 
"You don't know what cryptography is?" I asked. 
"No. Thank you, you can go now," she said. 
And thus ended my experience with inspector "K. PARE_,"
whose name tag was partially torn at the final one or two
letters of her last name. 

_Customs &Excise confirms searches_ 

A Customs and Excise spokesman confirmed on Thursday that
such random checks were taking place. But he said he could
not reveal details of the software being used to check hard
drives for pornography or say what it did precisely. 

"There's a variety of software we can use and we've been
using CD-Rom readers for some time to check disks for
pornography," he told me. "We're targeting people who fit
particular profiles," he added, without elaborating. 
"Technology has moved on and this is us simply keeping
abreast of what's happening. We do have some quite
sophisticated computer equipment in the department as well
as experts who work with our investigation teams." 

"We are asked to protect society from a number of things,
including drugs and pornography, and we have the powers to
search people and their belongings," he said. 

_Civil liberties fears_ 

After contacting Kenn by e-mail, he had this reaction: 

"I'm not sure what's worse: that the scan is so silly, or
that it's so dangerous for our democratic institutions.
This really flies in the face of some basic principles of
Western society. It's very scary to realize that our
principles are so fragile and can be mistreated so easily. 

"Scanning one's computer disc - which in a digital age
comes close to one's private thoughts - has immense social
and political consequences. It's remarkable a policy like
that could be instituted without a proper public policy
debate. It's really about what type of society we want to
live in: Do our governments respect their responsibility as
stewards of an open society?

"They can answer that in the negative if they like - but
then we're repudiating the values of the Enlightenment,
let's be at least clear on that. We can't lose sight of
that. The debate over Internet content forces us to
consider our values of privacy, free speech and the
sanctity of the individual. Wouldn't it be a pity if those
hard-won values were shaken by a short-sighted customs
guard...

"For me, the most remarkable thing has been the huge amount
of e-mail I received after just a couple of hours from when
the message was posted on the Internet. The story seems to
have really touched a nerve with people. The messages, from
all around the world, have been supportive and grateful
that I spoke out.

" It's an odd feeling for me - I'm just an ordinary guy who
travelled across a border."

---------------------------------------------------------



_Concerns raised over police move to read private e-mail _
---------------------------------------------------------

August 98

INTERNET civil liberties groups have criticised suspected
secret plans for an official agreement between the police
and internet service providers (ISPs). This agreement may
allow the police to read people's personal e-mails and see
where they go on the web.

A report in *Computing* magazine says the two sides
have nearly reached an agreement that might allow police
investigators to access e-mail messages and web usage logs
on demand from co-operative ISPs.

But internet rights groups said the idea was unworkable in
the long term because an agreement, or memorandum of
understanding, which is rumoured to be under discussion,
would not be binding on the entire industry. Other issues,
such as data protection laws, would undermine it anyway.

It has been known within the industry that some ISPs began
private discussions with the computer crimes committee of
the Association of Chief Police Officers last year, with a
view to working with the police to combat illegal material
on the net. But campaigners said any agreement would be
useless without legal backing for police action.  ISP 
objections have largely centred on the cost of the proposals. 

Yaman Akdeniz, of the Cyber Rights and Cyber Liberties
organisation, said police would still need a warrant to
search computer files. "No ISP could give out personal data
about any individual unless they were suspected of being a
threat to national security - that's enshrined in the data
protection laws," he said.

--

Sources involved in the discussions say that a statement could 
be published at the beginning of 1999.  ISPs are having regular 
discussions with the police on a number of internet-related 
topics.  These discussions are held under "Chatham House" rules, 
but there will be public disclosure at a seminar in about at the 
end of September. Discussions were initiated by the computer 
crimes subcommittee of the Association of Chief Police Officers.

The discussions concern the application of the existing law 
to the Internet.  The agreement will also aim to clarify the 
legal status of using email as evidence.

One proposal could mean that email sent within the UK and 
obtained by the police would not fall under telephone tapping
legislation. This would allow the information to be used as 
evidence in court. Telephone taps are not admissible in court 
under UK law.

The move represents a reversal of earlier agreements which 
assumed that emails fell under telephone tapping legislation.

-----------------------------------------------------------




_Study claims girls' intelligence may be linked to depression_ 
--------------------------------------------------------------

08/15/98


SAN FRANCISCO - She is a bright preschooler, independent,
concerned about her friends, and great with language. He is
the same age but not very smart, and he snatches toys from
other children and acts impulsively. 

They are quite different now, but a new study suggests that
both may be at risk for depression as young adults. 

In particular, the study suggests intelligence is "a mixed
blessing for some girls," said researcher Per Gjerde. 

It probably doesn't raise the risk of depression by itself,
he said. Rather, "in some of these smart preschool girls,
there are certain vulnerabilities that we don't understand
very well, and we are now trying to map."
 
The work has followed about 100 participants from ages 4
through 23 in an attempt to find early-childhood roots for
adult depression. The findings suggest the pathway may be
much more complex for girls than boys, said Gjerde, of the
University of California at Santa Cruz. 

He presented the work yesterday at the annual meeting of
the American Psychological Association. 

Participants in Gjerde's study were tracked for
personality, intelligence, and depressive symptoms
periodically through tests they took and reports by nursery
school teachers. About two-thirds of the subjects were
European-American, and about a quarter were black. 

Analysis showed that preschool boys who would show "chronic
depressive symptoms" at 23 tended to be impulsive and
aggressive and have trouble getting along with peers. And
while high intelligence was related to a greater risk of
later depression in girls, boys showed just the opposite. 

Gjerde found that about one-fifth of the girls followed a
puzzling course during the study. 

The shift comes in early adolescence, he said, when they
suddenly seem unable to handle stress and their relations
with other people deteriorate. 

Gjerde said intelligence may pair with sensitivity to
others to make girls unusually aware of their problems and
those of other people. If they become overinvolved in the
problems of others, it might drag down their mood. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



_High infertility risk noted among sexually active teens_
-----------------------------------------------------------
 
08/12/1998

      More than one-fourth of sexually active inner-city 
black girls were infected with chlamydia, a disease that 
usually has no symptoms but can cause infertility in up 
to a tenth of those infected, a study found.

       Researchers say sexually active girls should be
tested for chlamydia every six months, twice as often as
current guidelines recommend. Chlamydia cases are usually
easily curable with antibiotics.

       The bacterial disease is the nation's most commonly
reported infection, with 4 million new cases a year and a
cost estimated at $2.4 billion. Sexually active girls have 
the highest risk.

       Chlamydia is the leading preventable cause of pelvic
inflammatory disease, an often painless infection that can
result in internal scarring. Infertility or tubal pregnancy
occur after 1 in every 10 chlamydia cases.

       In the study, the highest chlamydia infection rate -
27.5 percent - was among 14-year-olds, the researchers
reported in today's Journal of the American Medical
Association.

       With many girls being tested more than once in the
1994-96 study, the overall positive test rate was 29.1
percent. Subjects were 3,202 sexually active females ages
12 through 19 at Baltimore clinics that specialized in
family planning or sexual disease or were based in schools.
 
       Although most of the subjects were black, previous 
studies have shown white teen-age girls also have high rates 
of chlamydia, said the lead researcher, Dr. Gale R. Burstein
of Johns Hopkins University. Chlamydia in males rarely
results in long-term complications, Burstein said.

       In March, the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention said sexual diseases such as chlamydia are epidemic 
in the United States, and it launched a campaign to raise 
public awareness.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Internet empowers kids to learn, expert says:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Cyberspace guru Don Tapscott says he has identified a 
"generation lap": Children are out-distancing their 
parents in computer knowledge.

"For the first time in human history, children are an 
authority on a central issue facing society," Tapscott, 
author of Growing Up Digital, said at the All Ohio 
Vocational Education Conference at the Greater Columbus
Convention Center. "They're not afraid of technology... 
To them, it's like air."

Some people think young Internet users become social 
misfits, lifeless "Net heads" and targets of predators, 
Tapscott said Monday at the conference, which ended 
Tuesday. "They're also (seen as) little criminals -- 
hacking corporate  sites, changing report cards and 
forming cults."

He said the World Wide Web, unlike television, can 
supplement children's homework. "When kids are online, 
rather than being the passive recipients of somebody 
else's broadcast video... they're reading, they're 
analyzing,  they're authenticating."

Tapscott said teachers must stop urging pupils to 
absorb material through a repetitive "drill and kill" 
approach.

Great teachers are not trainers skilled in transmitting 
data but are facilitators who motivate children to learn, 
he said. "The great tragedy of teaching is that every 
lesson taught denies a student the opportunity of discovery."

Tapscott, who lives in Toronto, spoke of a 15- year-old 
Canadian student who helped develop a popular Web site 
but isn't permitted to use the Internet at school.

"Maybe it's because he hasn't taken a prerequisite course 
on how to use the mouse," Tapscott said.  Tapscott said 
such absurdities illustrate why educators should move 
from a one-size-fits-all model of education to customized 
schooling.

Even though the Internet also allows children to see 
pornography and can give them access to charging up 
huge bills, Tapscott said he wouldn't use programs to 
censor some parts of the Web from his children.

"If I have to worry about my kids' stealing a credit 
card and spending thousands of dollars online, I have 
a big problem," he said. "And the solution is not
software."

----------------------------------------------------------



USA: Toledo: 
----------------------------------------------------------

Penalty must fit crime for young sex offenders

August 10, 1998

A BUNCH of alleged Michigan sex fiends present an
interesting test of legislative zeal to protect young
people, mostly girls.

Four 18 and 19-year-old high school seniors face 
statutory rape charges in connection with allegations
that they had sex with 14-year-old freshmen girls,
allegations the boys deny and more girls are attesting to.
The boys could be jailed for 15 years.

Michigan has four levels of criminal sexual conduct
offenses, the Wayne County prosecutor's office says.
Conviction on the most minor brings a sentence of up to two
years plus 25 years on the state's list of criminal sexual
offenders.

It's the general feeling among most adults I know that
lawmakers never contemplated such a future for school boys
"doing it" with teen girls.  The list was meant for adults - 
strangers and weird relatives.

The story of the boys, including the senior class
president, hauled up on charges after three freshmen girls
said the boys got them drunk and took advantage six months
ago, has the town abuzz.

The problem is it didn't happen once. The girls kept going
back. The venue was one boy's home, on two occasions with
parents apparently present. There was wine and booze and
heaven knows what else. One girl reportedly passed out on
the boy's front lawn.

The families of two of the girls blame those parents. Me,
too, in part. What's an 18-year-old doing with his own
booze-equipped suite in the family manor? What's with
parents not knowing who their son is bringing upstairs, and
why?

But why didn't the girls' parents know where their
daughters were and with whom, what they were doing, and if
they'd been drinking?

The key to preventing future occurrences lies not in
criminalizing sex acts between boys and girls who are
essentially peers, but in giving the parents of these 
oversized rug rats a sound socio-legal thrashing and 
their children stern comeuppances.

This seems not so much a time for retribution as a chance
for new beginnings - for the young women, the young men,
and especially for the several sets of parents who must
also be counseled and made to do their homework. The law
should permit that to happen, should demand it.

----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

August 14, 1998

_BY MARK BROWN COOK COUNTY REPORTER_

An estimated 25,000 computer users swamped a new Internet
listing of convicted child sex offenders in suburban Cook
County, Sheriff Michael Sheahan said Thursday.

The extraordinary interest in what the sheriff described as
a list of "pedophiles and perverts" came during the first
24 hours after Sheahan announced he was making the data
available.

Sheahan's Web site, at www.cookcountysheriff.org, lists 
the names of 560 people living in suburban Cook County 
who have registered their home address under a state law 
that went into effect in 1996.

----------------------------------------------------------


USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

IN WASHINGTON last week, Congress approved a bill updating
copyright laws for the Internet that included a "fair use"
provision, protecting the use of materials by libraries and
schools. Earlier drafts of the Digital Millennium Copyright
Act prohibited "circumvention" of encryption and other
security measures that publishers might use to protect
copyrighted works in digital form. Libraries and others
feared that such technological safeguards would limit
duplication for legitimate purposes. A compromise version
of the bill will delay the anti-circumvention rule for two
years while Commerce Department officials study the
problem. 

  [ _Two years_ !?  That's like _ten_ years in net-time.  
    In two years the hackers and crackers and the net 
    will have developed tools that will be able to 
    sidestep anything the US government can throw
    at them.  They havn't got a hope, especially once
    the copyright pirates of China gets online. ]

----------------------------------------------------------



Film buff finds lost Disney treasure
----------------------------------------------------------

By Christopher Goodwin 
Los Angeles 

  LIKE all the best Walt Disney cartoons, it has a
fairy-tale ending. For more than half a century it was
thought that Little Red Riding Hood, the first animated
cartoon made by the studio's founder, had been lost for
ever.

But a fragment of film picked up by a British collector in
a rental library in north London more than 20 years ago has
now been identified as the only known surviving print of
the cartoon. Its rarity value is enhanced by the fact that
it was drawn in 1922 by Disney himself, who was then a
struggling young artist.

Said to be priceless by animation dealers, the
seven-minute, black-and-white silent film has been copied
and restored by the Disney studio. It will be presented at
the London Film Festival in November as part of a programme
of Disney's unseen treasures.

"Its value historically is inestimable," said a delighted
Scott MacQueen, senior manager of library restoration at
the studio. "Not only is this the very first Disney
cartoon, but there are also very few examples of work in
Disney's own hand, which makes this very rare. It
represents the beginning of the dynasty."

David Wyatt, a British film historian and collector from
Harrow, London, bought the print in the late 1970s for 2
pounds, along with a number of other early silent films, 
including Cinderella, when he was trawling through a 16mm
film rental library.

For many years, though, he did not realise what he had
found, because the film had been retitled. Only recently
did he and the Walt Disney company figure out that Grandma
Steps Out was actually Little Red Riding Hood, the master's
first cartoon, made when he was 21 - six years before
Mickey Mouse first enchanted audiences in Steamboat Willie
in 1928.

It is still a mystery, however, how the only known print of
Little Red Riding Hood ended up in London. Walt Disney made
the film at Laugh-O-Gram Films, which he set up in a small
office in downtown Kansas City after borrowing $15,000 and
leaving his job making short animated commercials.

He followed it up with other animated fairy tales such as
Cinderella and Goldilocks and the Three Bears.  But he 
went over budget making Alice's Wonderland, which combined 
live action and animation, and was forced to put the company 
into bankruptcy. In July 1923 he packed his bags and moved to
Hollywood.

Wyatt's print is thought to have originated with pirate
copies of the fairy tales distributed in New York in the
late 1920s.

"These were made for the hip jazz-age audience," said
MacQueen, "using the vehicle of the fairy tale as a spoof
on modern mores and concerns. When the wolf arrives at
grandma's house ahead of Red, he finds a note on the door
which reads: 'Dear Red, Have gone to town to see the
movies, grandma.' It was very sassy and modern and right
for the audience."

Now today's Disney fans will also be able to enjoy the film
- happily ever after.

   [ Interesting that Disney's first films seem to have featured
     not a mouse, but little girls ("Alice's Day At Sea" was one
     of his first ones, too, the poster featuring a little 
     blond girl astride a fish), and it now appears that
     these may not have been children's cartoons, but rather
     "sassy and modern" and aimed at adults. ]

----------------------------------------------------------------
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_Coming Soon: 'Lolita' -- the Lawyer's Cut _

 L.A. obscenity specialist plays censor to a classic 
 _By Rob Van Voris_

            
NEW YORK -- "Having a lawyer in the editing room is
something that shouldn't happen to a dog," says *Lolita*
screenwriter Stephen Schiff. "And if it happened more
often, only dogs would make films."

Schiff's complaint underscores the fact that the version of
*Lolita* now on the Showtime cable network and scheduled
for theatrical release in September can be described as
"the lawyer's cut," the result of the unusual involvement
of a First Amendment specialist in the six-week final edit
of the picture.

Filmmaking is a collaborative process, but it is hard to
imagine anything more chilling to filmmakers than the sight
of attorney pinstripes and wingtips on the set. Like it or
not, however, the Child Pornography Prevention Act of 1996,
or CPPA, threatens to increase lawyers' involvement in
films, television and other visual arts.

"That's not a lawyer's business," says Schiff. "It's about
storytelling and about conveying information and about the
filmmaker's vision."

Pity Mr. Schiff. The first-time screenwriter was picked to
adapt Vladimir Nabokov's towering, controversial novel only
after producers had rejected scripts by James Dearden,
Harold Pinter and David Mamet. The original financial
backers went bankrupt. The filmmakers were unable to find a
suitable U.S. distributor for two years. And in 1996, after
the project had been filmed, Congress passed the CPPA,
threatening the entire enterprise with criminal prosecution
if the filmmakers took a legal misstep. 

Critics of the law say it is so vague that it is next to
impossible for filmmakers and other artists to know when
they are complying with it. The result, they say, is
self-censorship.

Numerous films could now be considered child pornography
under a strict application of the CPPA, they say: *Romeo
and Juliet*, *Midnight Cowboy*, *Pretty Baby*, *The
Exorcist*, *Taxi Driver*, *The Blue Lagoon*, *Friday the
13th* and others.

The law's defenders say the fear that the government will
target mainstream films like these is ridiculous. The CPPA
simply closed a loophole that allowed pornographers to
cater to the desires of pedophiles without fear of
prosecution, they say.

Well into the film's credits -- after the grips, the Foley
artists and the personal assistants, even after the "Add'l
2nd 2nd Asst. Director" -- a title reads: "Special Legal
Council [sic]: John H. Weston."

_ROLL THE CREDITS_

The credit's placement fails to do Weston justice. A
partner at Los Angeles' Weston Garrou &DeWitt, Weston has
tried obscenity cases throughout the country for nearly 30
years, primarily for clients in the adult entertainment
industry. He testifies frequently before Congress and state
legislatures and has argued five times in front of the U.S.
Supreme Court.

But on *Lolita*, Weston was hired by the film's producers
to help them comply with obscenity laws. It's an unusual
role, one that First Amendment lawyer H. Louis Sirkin, of
Cincinnati's Sirkin, Pinales, Mezibov &Schwartz, says he
often shuns.

"I'm always uncomfortable telling somebody: 'You shouldn't
say something.' I'm a lawyer," he says. "I'm not a censor." 
On second thought, maybe you should pity Weston, not
Schiff. It was clear from the start that *Lolita* had the
potential for legal problems. The story of an obsessive,
sexual relationship between a 45-year-old man and a
12-year-old girl, *Lolita* has always generated
controversy, from its publication as a novel in 1955,
through a 1962 film adaptation by Stanley Kubrick, to the
present.

The sensitive subject matter, taken together with
15-year-old Dominique Swain's title role in the film,
required that the lawyers take extra care, says partner
Robert Dorwell, of Los Angeles' Troop Meisinger Steuber
&Pasich. The firm was hired as production legal counsel
before filming started.

Swain's mother and tutor were on the set at all times. A
19-year-old body double stood in for her on nude shots. And
a cushion was placed between Swain and co-star Jeremy Irons
whenever a scene required physical contact.

Dorwell says he suggested the producers hire Weston to
advise on the First Amendment issues.

_'LET'S CALL HIM LARRY'_

Although Schiff refused to reveal the name of the
editing-room lawyer, he freely discussed the lawyer's
effect on the film, in an interview and in the introduction
to his screenplay, recently published in book form to
coincide with the film's Aug. 2 Showtime premiere. "Let's
call [the lawyer] Larry," writes Schiff.

Weston would not confirm or deny that he is "Larry" and
declined to comment on *Lolita*. The film credit, he says,
"speaks for itself."

   [ "Larry" ?  Someone we know perhaps ? ;) ]

Several other sources close to the film confirm that Weston
was the lawyer who spent six weeks, along with Schiff, at
the elbow of Adrian Lyne, the film's director, overseeing
the final edit.

The level of authority Weston had is unclear, although
Schiff wrote, "Everyone wanted to make sure I understood
that if Larry said something had to go, it had to go." 
That the lawyer's presence generated tension, there is
little doubt. Lyne, the director, who did not respond to
requests for an interview, said at a July press conference,
"I did spend six weeks with an attorney in the cutting
room, which was kind of uncomfortable for me, and
uncomfortable for him, I think."

And Schiff often had a hard time understanding the lawyer's
rationale for editing suggestions. "If the lawyer felt kind
of aroused by it," says Schiff, "we had to cut." 
Although Weston would not discuss *Lolita*, he drew on his
experiences with other film projects to explain the
conflict that sometimes arises between artists and the
lawyers advising them:

"As creative people, they want their vision to remain
intact. They don't want it messed with in any way." 
Schiff says he and Lyne made many small changes to
accommodate "Larry," but they played a game of "good cop,
bad cop" to successfully retain two scenes they believed
were critical.

In the first, Lolita reads the Sunday funnies while sitting
in Humbert's lap in a rocking chair. Although there is no
nudity, it is apparent they are having sex. 
"Adrian [Lyne] went into an elephant bellow of rage,"
Schiff says. Meanwhile Schiff, in a calmer tone, says he
argued that the CPPA didn't require them to kill the scene. 
The other scene takes place in a motel after Humbert
returns, suspecting Lolita has been with another man. He
roughly pushes her to the bed and rips off her shirt.
Again, no nudity. Again, the implication of sex is
unmistakable.

Although they were able to salvage the two scenes, they had
to cut the footage of Swain's nude body-double from both,
out of concern for the CPPA, says Schiff. 

_REAL OR SIMULATED_

Tacked on to the federal budget bill by Senate Judiciary
Committee Chairman Orrin Hatch in 1996, the CPPA amended
the definition of "child pornography" in federal law to
include anything that "appears to be" an image of a minor
engaging in sexually explicit conduct -- even if the
subject is a young-looking adult. A computer-generated
image could also fit the definition. Penalties range as
high as 15 years in prison. 

An affirmative defense allows manufacturers to show that
the images were made with real, over-18, models and were
not marketed in a way that suggests the images are of
minors. 

"Sexually explicit" images, for purposes of child
pornography laws, include sexual acts -- real or simulated
-- that would be protected by the First Amendment if they
were done by adults. 

The CPPA was originally intended to address child
pornography created through the technique of computer
"morphing" -- using a computer to put a child's face on the
body of a nude adult, for example. 

But lawyers who have tried to get the law overturned say it
is unconstitutionally vague and bans expression protected
by the First Amendment. Sirkin, representing the Los
Angeles-based Free Speech Coalition, filed a challenge to
the CPPA in San Francisco, in hoping to draw a sympathetic
judge, he says. Instead, he got Judge Samuel Conti, a
76-year-old Nixon appointee on senior status. 
"He was the worst draw you could possibly get," says
Sirkin. 

Quoting congressional language, Judge Conti ruled the
restrictions properly outlawed material that "stimulates
the sexual appetites and encourages the activities of child
molesters and pedophiles," providing them with materials to
"break down the resistance and inhibitions of their
victims." 

The case was appealed and was argued before the Ninth
Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals in March. 
Lawyers involved in the case, *Free Speech Coalition v.
Reno*, 97-16536, expect a ruling any time. 
In Maine, meanwhile, a solo practitioner trying to get his
client out from under charges of possessing child
pornography convinced a district court judge there to
declare the CPPA unconstitutionally vague. 

The government appealed to the First Circuit in *U.S. v.
Hilton*, 999 F.Supp. 131 (D. Me. 1998). 

Major media associations have been reluctant to lead the
fight. The Free Speech Coalition, which brought the
unsuccessful California challenge, is a porn industry trade
group (which Judge Conti genteelly described as "a trade
association that defends First Amendment rights against
censorship"). 

"The Free Speech Coalition really tried to get mainstream
Hollywood involved, but they couldn't," says Sirkin. 
And the lawyer who won the Maine case, Peter Rodway of
Portland's Rodway and Horodyski, is a criminal lawyer whose
horizons are limited to defending his client. 

"I don't particularly have any scholarly thoughts about the
First Amendment. I don't care about the porn industry. I
care about keeping [defendant] David Hilton out of jail." 

_SELF-CENSORSHIP_

It's possible to detect specific examples of
self-censorship on several projects, in addition to
*Lolita*.

Don Roos, who wrote and directed *The Opposite of Sex*,
currently in release nationwide, says he was careful to
tone down scenes involving the film's star, Christina
Ricci, a 17-year-old playing a sexually precocious
16-year-old runaway. The changes were designed to comply
with the CPPA.

"If we had an of-age character, we would probably have been
a little more frank," he says. 
"I think [the CPPA is] a difficult law because it does not
permit a filmmaker to accurately depict the world we live
in," says Roos. "Young boys and girls have sex all the
time."

The self-censorship appears to extend to the adult film
industry. Sirkin says he knows of a store that pulled a
number of adult titles from its shelves because the
actresses, all over 18, looked as if they could be younger. 
Companies that distribute films and other images nationwide
also have to take into account the possibility that
prosecutors in conservative areas of the country may
enforce the CPPA more strictly than in liberal areas. 
Says Schiff, "You can never anticipate the amount of
nuttiness in the legal or the law enforcement community."

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

After two months of absence, my movie-list is back. Here are the
girl-lovers's movies for the next week. It is mainly directed 
towards the Netherlands, but many of the stations can be received 
in the countries around it too. The list can also be found at URL

  http://www.win.tue.nl/cs/fm/engels/ygw-films.html

Sunday, 14.30, WDR: Camp Cucamonga (USA, 1990) - Candace Cameron Bure
 (13), Danica McKellar (14)

Comedy about a summer camp. Also interesting for boy-watchers, with 
Chad Allen (15) and Josh Saviano (13). Danica is better known as Winnie 
Cooper from "the Wonder Years".

Friday, 23.25, RTL4: Poltergeist 2: The other side (USA, 1986) - Heather
 O'Rourke (11)

'the Beast' again wants Carol Anne, this time appearing as Reverend
Kane, a religious zealot responsible for the deaths of his many
followers.

--

Possible girl-lovers's interest:

Sunday, 20.28, Nederland 3: Naisenkaari (Finland, 1997)
50 women, ages 4 to 90, tell about their bodies, and the harshness of
contemporary attitudes toward physicality, aging and death.

Interesting for the subject, although not for the presence of girls
themselves:

Thursday, 1.05, BBC1: The Prime of Miss Jean Brodie (UK, 1969) -
Pamela Franklin, Diane Grayson, Jane Carr, Shirley Steedman

Jean Brodie (Maggie Smith) is an excentric Edinburgh teacher, who has
a high influence (and not always a good one) on a group of girls. The
movie, playing in the 1930s, is centering on the relationship between
her and Sandy (Pamela). Both fall in love with the same art teacher.
Although Sandy is supposed to be 13 years old, Pamela in reality was
more like 18 when the movie was made.

--

And I saw a posting by 'PK1' recently. Is there any chance of your
website re-appearing within the next few months?

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

UK TV Note:

Thursday 20 August, 12.05am - 2.00am BBC1 (i.e. early Friday)

The PRIME OF MISS JEAN BRODIE (1969). From a novel by Muriel Spark. 
Sandy, an impressionable 13-year-old, falls in love with Teddy Blaine, 
the art teacher in a conservative girls' academy in Edinburgh in the 
1930s. Problem is: Teddy is also the darling of Sandy's mentor, 
libertine Jean Brodie, played by Maggie Smith (who won an Oscar for the 
role). Sandy (Pamela Franklin) poses nude, but in the end the slimy art 
teacher goes back to his wife and six kids. Major attraction for 
school-uniform fanciers. - 'Sir A.J.'

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote: 
>I had a strange experience last night
>but I think everything >will be OK.  <[snip]> A cute little 4
>year old was sleeping in one bed with her teenaged cousin and
>the little one was partially uncovered.  As I was reaching
>over to cover her, the teenager woke up and told me to keep
>my hands off of her.

Another symptom of the American child abuse industry hard at
work, perverting the children's self opinions, teaching them
that their bodies are something dirty and depraved, rather
than natural and beautiful; teaching them to fear themselves
and do only what they're told, rather than to think for and
trust in themselves.

>                                          I told her that I was
>just covering her up and not to worry. I had to say it a couple
>of times for her to relax about it and she reached over herself

Something that, most likely (and unfortunately) she will be
told to interpret as a 'lame excuse' as soon as she mentions
it to a parent or teacher.

>to covered her up. Nothing more was said about it so I figure
>they are OK. If there had been a serious problem or they would
>have felt threatened I'm sure that they would have made an
>issue about it this morning or would have gone back to their
>own house last night.

I hope you're right, Sanc.  This has the potential to turn into
a situation like Flickorna's, or worse, depending on whether or
not she tells her parents, and how they choose to react to it.

>            It was scary, though. I found out later that
>the teenager had some fear of molestation already because
>my daughter said that she was herding the children into the
>house last night saying that there were people in the night
>who might get them.

Sounds like that girl has already been conned into believing
she's a victim (something the psychiatric and child abuse
industries thrive on, which is why they find ways to manufacture
them left and right).  Whether she's ever actually been abused
or not is a moot point anymore.  She's been taught all her life
that she it to consider herself a victim, so that's how she
acts:  everything that happens to her is someone else's fault,
because she's the victim, and she has no control over her life.
And the people who write the fear-based sex education curricula
(and the laws that force the schools to use them) wouldn't
have it any other way.  That is, after all, how they keep the
billions and billions of dollars flowing into their pockets.

And what's worse, they actually believe their own lies.  And why
shouldn't they?  After all, as long as they keep enough people
convinced of their victimhood, they stay in power, because
they can give all those "victims" the impression that they are
"protecting" them.

>We'll see how she treats me next time she sees me.

I hope this works out for the best, Sanc.

--

My friends, the impossible can happen!

Tonight on the nightly local news, two absolutely stunning young
beauties (I'd guess about 3 years old) appeared in a segment about
a neighborhood evacuation caused by a gas line leak ... *TOPLESS*!!!

Considering the ultra-conservative puritanical attitudes prevalent
in the area in which I live, that is nothing short of miraculous.

That station must not pay their censors enough ... ;P

Anyway, I'm off on a retreat for the weekend, and look forward 
to some good old fashioned horseback riding, river rafting,
country line dancing (ok, so I could live without that), and 
the best barbecue in the west...

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sihme' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear ASGL-L members,

I've not really introduced myself before, so now briefly: I'm a 21 year old
male currently living 'somewhere in Australia' and have been living the
life of the enlightened girl-lover for about 2.5 years now.  Some of you
may know me from IRC, and if so.. hi! :) Of course I share the usual
sentiment of harmlesness etc, although I feel it's rather worthless saying
so when I have not not yet been in a situation where I might cause harm,
so I don't really know how I would react.

Anyway, I chose to write because I have been on such a roll this week
with the little ones that I just _had_ to tell someone, and I just love
reading of the experiences of others, especially when it comes to ways
they came to meet girls, the aspect which at this stage I find the most
difficult.  I make no apologies for the length of this.

Experience 1 (Tuesday):  During a free period at university, I decided to
engage in my usual activity of wandering around the various nearby
'hotspots' for childhood activity; in this situation it was a park.  As it
turned out, there was a school group there, and a couple of the girls
were real cuties (of about 7 years old), so I sat on the grass and
admired the view of them playing happily.  Firstly, the boys of the class
started playing near me and I asked them what they were playing
exactly, and as soon as I expressed interest they immediately fought
for my attention.  I'm not a boy lover but I still like befriending boys, 
so that was good.  It also made the two girls I was looking at come 
closer and began to play on a tree just a few metres away.  They 
noticed me smiling at their antics, and as usual, as soon as this happens 
they begin behaving in a flirtatious way, doing something silly then 
checking to see if I was watching (of course I was), and I kept smiling 
at them. Eventually I spoke to them and they took to me immeadiately.  
The nicer one called me over to play on the tree with them, which I was 
unsure about doing initially, as the teachers were just there watching, 
but I did anyway.

We sat on the tree and she took her excursion workbook out of her bag
and proudly displayed her work for me.  At this point the teacher called
out 'are you showing him your book?' to which I responded 'yes, she is'
and smiled.  I don't know about the rest of you but to me it seems that
adults are always happy for me to interact with their charges, so far
anyway.  Unfortunately I had to leave at that stage for a lecture, but in
retrospect I think I should have stayed as they had invited me to play
soccer with them.  The point to this story is that I have finally managed 
to 'break into' a school group on excursion in a meaningful way.  This 
feat has hitherto been impossible for me.  Has anyone else managed this?

Experience 2 (Friday):  I decided to go to the market on Friday evening,
as I am wont to do given that at that time it is usually packed with the
nicest sort of people i.e. families.  After less than 5 minutes of
wandering I noticed this nice little girl whom I had actually seen a there
few times before, asking an older Japanese girl who was with her to 'say
something to her in Japanese'.  I found this interesting (as I study
Japanese) and so I just suddenly said to her that I thought she was cute
(in Japanese).  This began a conversation with the Japanese girl (15
years old) as to what she was doing here, and it turned out she was
visiting with the young girl's family.  They went and sat on a
bench nearby, so I just casually joined them and ended up talking to
them for about 40 minutes.  The young girl was really nice, she was 
10 years old and talked almost non-stop.  We talked mostly about
Japanese and I translated between her and the Japanese girl.  Her
mother came along a little later and so I spoke to her as well.  I think 
it is very important that one has a very 'pleasing to adults' way about
oneself, it really helps!  The mother then went away and left us to talk 
for a while longer.  Afterwards, I was so happy!  Even better is that
they are there every Friday, so I'll be making a habit of this particular 
excursion!

Experience 3 (Today, Saturday): Being that this has been one of the
first warm weekends since last summer, I decided to go down to the
beach for a walk and to see if there were many people around, and I
wasn't too disappointed.  In particular, there was a cute young girl
(whom I will refer to as Lisa) going around in a paved area on
rollerblades - very poorly I might add.  I sat down right near where she
was going and as she passed me I said 'Are they new?' and she said
that yes, they were and that she was just learning.  When she came
around again I asked her if she would like to learn how to stop properly,
and then proceded to show her the correct technique.  She was a really
friendly girl, it turned out.  After that she continued the conversation
with me for a while, telling me about how her mother and auntie (who were
there with her) couldn't even ride bicycles, and some other things, but 
all too soon she had to go to have lunch at one of the nearby cafe's.  
I walked around for a little while longer until I noticed that her and 
a man whom I assumed must be her father were walking along the pier, 
so I went back up and sat where I knew they would pass when they came
back.

When they did eventually come back, Lisa came right up to me and
started chatting again, she had a wonderfully articulate accent; her
father also came up.  We all started talking and it turned out that her
father was a lecturer at the university I attend, in a faculty not wholly
unrelated, so we talked a little about that too.  Then, to my surprise he
invited me over to have coffee with them at their table! This was rather
shocking to me, but I gladly accepted (Lisa was pleading me to!!).  I met
his wife and her sister (the aunt) and pulled up a chair, and Lisa
enthusiastically came and sat next to me.  I spoke with them about the
things usual to meeting someone for the first time, they even bought
coffee for me and he insisted that I come and visit him at the university
to see the new facilities and whatnot.  All the while Lisa kept butting
(adorably) into the conversation, and of course I didn't mind.  I found 
out that she was 7 and attended a girl's school with which I am
familiar.  At one stage she said to me 'I like you' and was vying for my
attention the whole time.  Then she said to me 'can I have your phone
number?' to which her father pretend-smacked her on the bottom, it was 
quite funny.  Unfortunately, no one had a pad nor pen, but they said 
to her that she shouldn't worry, as I knew how to contact her father 
at the university and by e-mail (which I did as soon as I got home, 
to accept his invitation).  I thanked them for the coffee and the
company and they left, and so did I.

Since then (earlier today) I have been in such a good mood, to have all
these things happen to me in the space of a week! I feel very fortunate
indeed.  Not having any young girls in my family or amongst the people I
would 'normally' associate with I have been constantly trying to work out
how to turn stranger-relationships into something more lasting, and I
think I may have just succeeded on these two occasions!

Well, thankyou for reading (if you came this far) and thankyou for
sharing all your own experiences with the group, I find them truly
stimulating reading!

May all beings be happy :-)

'Sihme'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello to everyone on this list.  I haven't contributed to this list
before, but I have been lurking for about a month.  From what I've
read, those of you who are near little girls get just as giddy as a
normal teenager in love.  You are harmless little pets.  I have never
heard anyone take children so seriously as you do.  A girl that is
lucky enough to engage in a sexual love affair with any of you will
probably have the most fullfilling affair of her life.  There are many
men who will be of a suitable age when she is older who will mistreat
her.  If she could be with you first, maybe she won't make
generalizations.

Also, I think that we are all sexual beings from the moment we are
born, but we are denied permission to express it until we are of
consenting age (16-18?).  I think this denial and repression of our
sexuality for such a long period of time could account for many of our
sexual problems.  When we are 16, 17, or 18, we are are only a newborn
sexually.  We will have to wait until we are 32-36, to have the same
amount of sexual experience as if we had started when we were born.

I have one more comment.  I went to see the Spice Girls this weekend. 
I thought of all of you on this list as little girls ran past me
wearing sexy little Spice Girl costumes.  One girl, a Ginger Spice
fan, was wearing a blue sequin one piece bathing suit with red fishnet
stockings and red platforms.  She must have been 7 or 8.  Many of the
girls (Sporty Spice fans) were dressed in sports bras (not needed of
course) and running pants and high top sneakers.  One girl (a Posh
Spice fan) was wearing nothing but a black tube dress that covered her
chest and thighs like Posh.  If any of you have the chance to get a
ticket to see the Spice Girls, I firmly recommend you go.  You will be
in little girl heaven.  I know my boyfriend was.  He kept telling me
not to point, but there were so many of them (smile).

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Yes, I'm back from holiday. I had a very nice time, meeting old
friends and making new, although it was extremely hot (as a Dutchman
one is not used to high 30s), and I also got sick (some food poisoning,
I assume). However, what will interest ASGL-readers most is my time
with a girl I'll call Daniela. The context: Some people, connected by
some common activity, comes together each year for about two weeks.
There are some 300 to 700 people, different people each year, but there
also is a hard core of 50 to 100 people among which yours humbly. This
year we were at a beach resort in <European country>.

Daniela is a very shy girl, ten years ("and four months!") old. I met
her one of the first days of the holiday. I will not tell most of what
we did together, not because they are illegal or uninteresting, but
because they are too much identifying. After our first meeting I would
smile and wave to her each time I saw her. She reacted positively to
that, and already the third time or so would not just react to me, but
actually be the one who started it. However, what really started the
ball rolling was when I asked her to be my partner in some activity
for mixed pairs. She felt honored! That grateful answer of hers was
so wonderful, a reward on itself. "Je hebt sjans!" ("you have a 
flirt"), a friend remarked to me later when she smiled at me.

That next day, when the activity was, was great. We sat next to each 
other, and regularly exchanged smiles. We did not have any long talks, 
as her knowledge of English was very small, while my knowledge of 
<language> was even worse, but I did get to compliment her on what she 
was doing - and I meant it, not just because I liked her but also 
because she was really doing very well. Never before I had been asked 
so often whether I was a girl's father - in fact I think that never 
before I had been asked at all.

Unfortunately our happy times together lasted very short. Apparently
she would be going somewhere else with her parents afterwards, and as
they had not managed to get her some transportation to the place any
later, she was picked up by her brother the next day. After we said
goodbye, I gave her a little kiss on the cheek, then it was all over.
"It's a pity your girlfriend left. She was a nice girl," another
friend of mine said that evening. Was it really that obvious? I guess
it was.

Her environment seemed positive towards my advances. She was there
with her teacher, a class-mate and his mother. Especially the teacher,
but also the mother, were very friendly towards me - and remained that
way after she had left. She told me that Daniela was very sad to have
had to go earlier (no, not so much because of me, but the activity for
which we were there was her favorite as well as mine, and she had
gladly spend some more days doing it). Another wonderful girl, another
happy memory. Maybe I'll see her again next year? Somehow I fear that
the chances are slight.

--

I had some attack of paranoia yesterday. I felt like someone was
looking into my bedroom, or had set up cameras. I even imagined I
heared him/them talking to me. It was scary. I never had it before,
although when I was a late teenager I have a few times stepped out of
the window of my room, fearing that the walls were closing in on me.

--

Just coming back from the public library. I had already got Barnard's
"Paedophilia: A factual report" from there before, but decided to take
another look into what they had on pedophilia. 

   [ Paedophilia: A Factual Report, by Frits Bernard (Enclave, 101 
     pp, hc)

     This slim volume reports on scientific research conducted 
     among pedophiles regarding several different questions.  Dr. 
     Bernard includes analysis of long-term effects on children
     in relationships, the age preferences of pedophiles, and 
     their mental health and sociability. The book, translated
     from the Dutch, also includes a lengthy bibliography of 
     Bernard's writing.  Order BPF $18.50.  Available from
     Ariel's Pages (boy-love mail order house) ]

Well, I can't say I'm disappointed... [Edward] Brongersma's 
"Jongensliefde" and [Theo] Sandfort's report were both available. 
Another interesting booklet is the diary of a 16 year old girl 
who starts to realize that she's a girl-lover.

   [ That sounds cool!  Does she have a crush on preteens, 
     or on other 15/16 year olds ?  If preteens, could you 
     post it here ? ]

Worse things can be found in the papers. At the same time that
homosexual and heterosexual alike celebrate the Gay Games in Amsterdam,
a man is being arrested for production and possession of child porn. 
During various holidays he had photographed boys on the beach, nude.
But then that single line, at the end of the article: "No forced sex
had taken place." Well then, what's the problem, for <<<<>>>>'s sake!

And 'Sekstant' (the magazine of the NVSH, the Dutch Association for
Sexual Reform, about the only 'accepted' organization that still dares
to talk about pedophilia in a neutral or even positive way) tells that
the European Community has no objections against the British and
Belgian justice systems prosecuting sado-masochists. We're not alone
in the 'forbidden sex' corner any more. But if that's an advantage?
Boy-lovers have fought together with the homo-movement for years. When
the gays realized they could be accepted, as long as it was without
the pedophiles, pedos got unceremoniously dumped.

'Sekstant' also noted that, although the Dutch justice system never
has started a prosecution against sado-machosists, the law does not
forbid them from doing so. So long for my joke (graveyard humor,
though) about the two witch-hunts going on at the moment (the other 
one is the so-called 'war on drugs'):

  There are only three crimes which are crimes even if the victim
  wanted it. And in the case of murder they're about to change that.

--

Two girl moments from just before and just after my vacation:

An approximately five year old girl sits in the bus with her mother,
sister (-9) and brother (1), they seem to be Turkish. I take a seat
opposite her, but not directly. However, she already has found another
man to play with, in the back of the bus. They were doing a game I
also like to play with little girls, the 'mirror game', but this time
the roles were reversed: The man was doing things, the girl was
mirroring them. The girl and the man obviously enjoyed doing it - and
her sister, his friend and I watching it.

On the train back home I get on together with a girl (-6), woman and 
man. The woman was the girl's mother, the man probably her friend, and
if I understood it all correctly the girl had been away with the man
(no doubt to Italy, as he had a clear Italian accent). Anyway, the
girl was clearly happy to see her mom again, and was talking and
playing all the time. I knew that children that age sometimes are hard
to keep quiet, but this girl was yet double as bad... The woman hardly
got the chance to also speak to her friend in between. Maybe they
could use some girl-lover - such girls are wonderful, but they can
also make one very tired. An extra adult might come in handy...

--

Ianthe introduced:
> Interesting attempt at a definition of "paedophilia", found
> on a "sex and fetishes" encyclopedia type web site, linked
> from the Slurp's PLF site:

When I read this article I have little doubt that the original source
is the Danish Pedophile Association.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
> Humm!!!  Funny I had another meaning for that. I was told that Lolita 
> mean "hairless little girl".

I think you're confusing the term with 'turupeta'

--

'Ildiko' wrote:
> I have been so busy for the last weeks that I have hardly had chance
> to read more than a few postings let alone write. However I would 
> like to start contributing again.

At least it's great to know you're still here!

---

'Noggin' wrote:
> Are 'celibate' pedophiles trying to deny that they
> (we?) have sexual passion or does celibate (merely?) 
> mean acknowledging you have the passion (to whom 
> you want to) but just not acting on it?

Certainly the second, even if only for the simple reason that those 
that deny their sexual passion will probably never call themselves
'pedophiles'. On the other hand, I have seen many pedophiles who are
convinced that adult-sexual contacts have to be avoided at all costs.

--

'Mouse' wrote:
> So I have to be content with what I can do. I know this will never 
> include sexual activity, so why think about it?

To me, thinking about sexual activities with girls, even though I am 
about 99.9% sure that they will never actually happen, is a major
turn-on. I do not actually have sex, and probably never will, so my
major recourse is into masturbation. And masturbation does not really
feel good without a nice sexual fantasy added to it. And some of the
fantasies that I use are about having sex with (young) girls. That's
why, in my opinion, it's still useful for me to think about it, even
though it will never actually happen.

--

'?' wrote:
> I usually keep my mouth shut, but something about one of Ianthe's 
> newsclips made me really angry.  (By the way, Ianthe's news
> clippings are a great part of the mailing list)

> That art critic who was quoted on the Lewis Carrol exhibit tried 
> to say that 20th century eyes read more into the photos than is 
> there - get real mr. art critic! That gentle Anglican 'man of the 
> cloth' was a pedophile - there's no other explanation for a
> lifetime obsession with semi-clothed and nude photography of 
> preteen girls. I'm not saying that he abused or traumatized any of 
> his little friends, but DON'T DENY HE WAS ATTRACTED TO THEIR NUDE 
> FORMS!!! The art critic even attributed the sultry expression of 
> Alice Liddel in "Beggar Girl" to "the long amount of time needed 
> for exposure" Give me a f***king break!!!!

Yes, Lewis Carroll was a pedophile. So? Does that mean that the 
pictures are suddenly perverted or something like that? Many pedophiles 
(including me) like to watch pictures of children, not because they 
would be sexy or something like that, but simply because they're 
beautiful. But our present-day morality and critique immediately thinks
that there is 'more'. I have some pictures of girls above my computer
screen. I do not use them to get off on. It's just that I can't think
of anything that is more beautiful to look at. Some people like to
watch fast cars, others prefer beautiful flowers or complicated 
artwork. My personal preference is beautiful, happy girls.

Lewis Carroll was a pedophile. But that does not mean that there is
something sexual in the photos. There's just the beauty of a child,
captured by a man who was not only an excellent photographer, but
moreover a pedophile, and thus more than anyone else knew how to find 
and capture a girl's beauty.

   [ I think that's where the problem with interpretation comes
     in. Straight commentators cannot seem to conceive of
     a paedophile desire that does not mimic "normosexual"
     male rutting behaviour.  They seem unable to imagine
     that someone could be paedophile and not be intent on
     fulfilling that desire in intercourse. ]

--

'PK1' wrote:

> I really wish AT&T would sell this commercial on tape, I would gladly
> pay for it, especially since my copy isn't the best quality.  Maybe
> someday Dreamweaver (world's greatest scanner) can get a good copy and
> post some scans.

On alt.binaries.pictures.fashion.youth, Dreamweaver wrote:

>Yes, I've seen that several times, the problem is that it's not very 
>sharp and in TV ads they cut the scenes really quick while the girls 
are moving, >so it didn't work out very well. [...]

So I guess that the chances of getting scans on this one from him will
be rather small, unfortunately.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Xalex' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone. These are few reviews of the British
band Cranes, found on the Web. What's so interesting
about them is the child-like voice of its lead singer
Alison Shaw and dreamy beauty of her songs, sometimes
seductive, sometimes playful, but always sweet...

Q 1997, by Howard Johnson
--------------------------

Heaven only knows where 28-year-old Alison Shaw finds
her voice, best described as possessing the childlike
fragility of a four-year-old singing to amuse herself.
Some will be irritated, others enthralled, as the fourth
album proper from Portsmouth four-piece Cranes builds
all of its soundscapes around this frankly weird singing
style. From soft and floating opening song Tangled Up
to altogether more difficult material like On Top Of
the World, Shaw dominates the mood, while brother Jim
takes care of predominantly acoustic guitar accompaniment.
Cranes sound like a pop band kicking against their
natural inclination. [...]


cmj online 1997, by Brenda Linguiti
----------------------------------

[...] The Cranes have produced their most impressive
work up to date, including all of the emotional
resonance that fans have come to expect. Album opener
"Tangled Up", presents Cranes in their most primal
state, as acoustic guitar joins Alison Shaw's
unearthly sigh-like singing while her child-like
vocals enchant the innocence in your heart, the
seasoned tone of the lyrics speak to your consciousness:
"Lovely as the wind, it takes my breathe and breaths
it in / Oh no, not again, did you really fu*k me up
again? / It seems so close this time, got tangled up
and caught inside". [...]

And this is from one of the Crane's home pages:

    'With a sonic rush, the room is field with
    music. She is a firecracker ready to explode:
    the confines of her soul eager to engulf the
    crowd in a wash of pleasure. Her first lyric
    sends chills like wildfire, setting the room
    ablaze in further anticipation. I shiver in
    delight. Her spooky, yet stunningly beautiful
    voice, is akin to a child wise beyond her
    years. The seemingly timid and child-like
    persona is transformed into a powerful diva.
    The sight and sound is awe inspiring.'

Well, I actually went and bought couple of their latest
CDs and really loved what I heard. Alison really does
sound like a little nine-year-old girl and their music
and songs, which are slightly goth-inclined, are simply
beyond any description. If you wish to visit some of their
sites, you can try this  Cranes page or their official 
site. Take care everyone.

'Xalex'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear ASGL-L'rs,

I have just subcribed to asgl-l and read the FAQ-mail. I think it is only
polite to introduce myself. In advance I say sorry for incorrect grammar 
or spelling, because I am not a native English speaker but use the bit of
English I learnt at school and on holiday. I would also ask Ianthe to
correct me is I misunderstood something in the FAQ and misbehave.

In this forum I will use the nick 'Simon' as I do in every public place 
that deals with this topic. I think it is OK to say that I live in Germany 
and that I am working in a team of two on a German Christian support page 
for pedophiles. I do not post the URL, because I am not sure if it is 
disliked to link pages here or not even though it is fully legal.

   [ If I remember right, it's already linked on the Fresh Petals
     "What's New?" page. ]

I myself am a girl-lover in my early 20s. I feel love to young girls but
also sexual attraction. I did violate laws in the net for quiet some time
but now feel that this is just an indirect kind of abuse. I would like to
tell you how "Simon's" development was. ('the following text should be
understood to be fiction') :

I was very young when I mentioned, that I grow older but the girls I feel
attracted by do not. I felt very early that this was different from what
others feel, and from that time I lived isolated from girls because I did
not want to be called a "childfu*ker" - a word that is easily used by German
teenagers. But I had to live with my orientation and so I looked for
alternatives. In that time nudist magazines, with only children in them, 
were legal in Germany (they were forbidden less than a year ago). I collected 
them and after some time I noticed that my brother does so, too. So we 
had a great time looking at the magazines together, walking through the 
city and smile to each other if we saw a realy cute girl because we knew
what the others thought. Then I heard about the internet that was very new 
here in Germany (sometimes German seem to be a bit slow) and heard what 
could be traded there anonymous. So I went online. And in those times there 
was not a single official agency or even police station that had access 
to the net. So I traded and traded.

After some month I noticed that I became 'addicted' to what I got from my
computer. I saw that it had to be more and more explicit and hardcore
material I wanted. Then came the "bang". I noticed that the pictures could
no more give me a "kick". I needed more! But I knew that the only way to
satisfy my addiction was to abuse a girl. That was the time when I first
thought about me and my orientation and I knew that abuse of a girl would be
a reason for suicide for me. So my soul screamed for help, but I did not
hear. A few weeks later I typed the word "padophil" in a German search
engine to look if there were pics on the WWW, too. One of the results was
the support-page whose webmaster I am now helping to administrate it. With 
my brother I did not talk about the problems pedophilia brings with it, 
but here I had found a place where I could talk about my problems and 
pain. (end of 'the following text should be understood to be fiction')

Now I have learned to live with my girl-love and I am also able to laugh
about me and my orientation. Now I am trying hard to learn to have good
contact to the girls I love, but I do not yet feel able to cuddle a girl
when there is no one around me who knows about my girl-love because I still
mistrust me. It is like an alcoholic working in a brewery - I am still
afraid of my addiction to break through. I as I said I am learning and I
have learned a lot, yet.

Pops! This posting is getting very long! OK, just some short comments 
on the FAQ:

I read that there are girl-loving women in the list. I have often thought
about if there are such women because I have not yet heard about one.
Perhaps one of those could try to explain if there is a difference in the
feelings men have towards girls and those that women have.(There probably
is one but what is it?)

In [7] I saw that here is no place to discuss about political things 
because I cannot hear any more of these arguments.

In point [4] (What do GLs feel?] I miss the fact that many GLs feel 
sexually attraction for children.

My last sentence,

From FAQ [3]:
>...most girl-lovers never practice their sexuality and remain virgins.

I am happy to hear this in public and I am sure I will stay one of those
virgins, so god helps me with it.

Yours

'Simon'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Hum_bert' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi this is Hum_bert. 

I just found this quote, "NEMO EST BELLVS NISI QVI
AMAVIT MVLIEREM ADVLES Nobody is 'smart' until he has
loved a young girl." At this URl,

http://www.cpu.lu/gka/er_txt.htm 

Along with a links to several texts about sexuality
including; "Women unfavourably compared with boy
lovers", found here,

http://www.uky.edu/ArtsSciences/Classics/wlgr/wlgr-privatelife241.html

Sappho's girls,

http://www-adm.pdx.edu:80/user/sinq/greekciv/arts/SAPPHO.html#Sapphosgirls

Not to mention some more really great articles about
sexuality, not neccesarily related to pedophilia. 

'Hum_bert'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

To all US child-lovers: Yes, at http://www.amazon.com you can find
this excellent book about pedophilia and child sexuality. It is sad that
www.amazon.com do not ship anything outside USA (or maybe they changed
their policy). Buy it before it sells out.

Children's Sexual Encounters With Adults : A Scientific Study
by C. K. Li, D. J. West, T. P. Woodhouse

Our Price: $43.95

Availability: This title usually ships within 24 hours.
Hardcover - 343 pages Reprint edition (July 1993)
Prometheus Books (Short Disc); ISBN: 0879758201 ; Dimensions (in
inches): 1.32 x 9.32 x 6.33

Reviews  Booknews, Inc. , 02/01/94:

Assesses the social constructs of sexuality and examines the various
motivations behind sexual encounters between adults and children,
presenting the findings of two important research projects on
pedophilia: that of C.K. Li, who conducted voluntary interviews with men
who admitted to a sexual interest in young girls or boys; and that of
D.J. West and T.P. Woodhouse (co-authors, with Li, of this volume), who
questioned groups of adult males, both students and others, about their
recollections of sexual encounters when they were boys (and compared the
findings with those of a similar survey of women). Annotation copyright
Book News, Inc. Portland, Or.

   [ West is a professor at Cambridge in the UK, and 
     the book was first published by Gerald Duckworth 
     & Co., London, 1990. ]

--

Infant & Childhood Sexuality: the truth:

These are excerpts from the most recent edition of the Kinsey Institute
_New Report on Sex_. These are not supposed to represent any kind of
endorsement of child abuse, but these facts should serve to dispel the
myth that children are sexless robots...

"Infants also may exhibit genital responses in other situations, such as
when they are nursing, being cuddled, or bathed. These normal responses
to being held and loved are an important aspect of the bond between
parents and child and may be one way of showing genuine pleasure. These
pleasurable experiences are thought to be important later in life." 
"As infants gain control of hand movements, they explore their bodies
and eventually discover that touching their genitals feels good, even
better than sucking their fingers and playing with their toes." 

"Infants are capable of having orgams." 

"By the age of two ... children often hug, cuddle, kiss, climb on top of
one another, and look at each others' genitals ... this is perfectly
normal behavior." 

"By four or five, children are even more sexually curious. They may
engage in more frequent masturbation, begin sex play with other children
(playing 'doctor'), and are intrigued with parents' bathroom activities.
The highest rate of sex play among children occurs between the ages of
six and ten ... the sex play that goes on at this age is often
sex-segregated. It is not unusual for children to exhibit their genitals
and masturbate together. Boys, more often than girls, masturbate in
groups." 

"A recent study of parents of six- and seven-year-olds reported that 52
percent of their sons had engaged in sex play with other boys and 34
percent had sex play with girls; 37 percent of their daughters had
activities with other girls and 35 percent with boys. (Remember that
this was only the sex play parents knew about.)" 

"By the age of eight or nine, children have become aware that sexual
arousal is a specific type of erotic sensation and will seek these
pleasurable experiences." 

"How should parents respond to children's sexuality? Parents who scowl,
scold, or punish in response to a child's exploring his or her genitals
may be teaching the child that this kind of pleasure is wrong and that
the child is 'bad' for engaging in this kind of behavior. This message
may hinder the ability to give and receive erotic pleasure as an adult
and ultimately interfere with the ability to establish a loving and
intimate relationship. Acknowledging sexuality instead of discouraging
it can strengthen a child's self-esteem, build a positive body image,
and encourage competency and assertiveness." 

"Another way parents send out negative messages about sexuality is by
using silly words (or no words at all) to describe sexual anatomy." 
"Parents convey ideas about sexuality from the very start, even though
they don't usually begin actively to teach about sexuality, if they do
it at all, until a child is much older ... many men might not have
anxiety about being 'too small' if all fathers said something like,
'Look at our feet. Mine are much bigger than yours. As you grow your
feet will get bigger and so will the rest of you. When you grow up your
feet will be big like mine and so will your penis.' As our letters from
adolescents and their parents prove, too many parents do not give their
children accurate or sufficient information about issues such as sexual
functioning, reproduction, contraception, and STDs ... it is a good idea
to give your children accurate information about sex as they grow up,
before misinformation is absorbed or invented." 

"It is normal for little boys to touch their penises, and it is not
unusual for most adults from our culture who observe this to feel
awkward or embarrassed ... many little boys spend significant time
throughout the day holding or touching their penises while little girls
sometimes rock back and forth, rubbing their vulvas. Some children may
even masturbate to orgasm. A few demonstrate great pride in having
learning this new skill ... there is evidence that when a child is
punished for this behavior, there can be serious repercussions later." 

"In one survey, kindergarten teachers reported that children often
sought body contact with them. The children wanted to be held close, sit
on the teacher's lap, and be kissed ... and 20 percent reported that in
some instances the child attempted to explore the teacher's body. It
also is not unusual for a child to test adult limits to find out how
people will react. This testing often involves sex." 

"Let's remember that exposure to nudity is the norm for many cultures
and among families who must share crowded living quarters ... many
psychiatrists suggest that seeing parents nude in appropriate settings
like the bathroom is not harmful for children up to the age of 10 or
11." 

"The way a child responds to witnessing his parents having sex ...
probably relates more to the parents' reactions and the family
atmosphere regarding openness and affection than to anything else ... if
they treat the child calmly and attend to his or her needs (a hug, a
glass of water, whatever), seeing parents having sex will probably have
little or no effect. If you son should happen to walk in while you and
your husband are having sex, he may ask you to explain your activity." 

--

Shame! A few days ago police posted on the internet this list of
"child molesters" (only in one county in the USA). What's the worst, you
can never tell who of these people is really a monster who rape little
children and who is real child-lover who has loving consensual
relationships with children. There is no way of telling. They are all
labelled the same, no matter what actually they did. I don't know for
you people but this kind of stuff really makes me angry. 

Nobody will come at your door or post a picture and the name on the
internet of a killer or of a rapist of persons 18+. You may be living
next to a killer and you don't know about it but when a "child molester"
is released from prison, whole nation is notified about it. Is that a
justice? 

I feel like, it is not bad being notified of a real child rapist being
released in the public but these people don't make any distinction
between people who hurt children and people who genuine love children.
And there is a huge difference. 

I would really like to hear your opinion on this subject. 

'Andrej'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



? writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Before the onslaught of untamed, wildly hilarious humor, I have an
announcement.  April and I are expected our first child!!!!  The 
baby is due in early 99.  Does anyone know a cheap place to buy 
diapers?

--

More "Kid's Book Titles We Will Never See"....

"What's in Uncle Norman's Pocket?" by Cutta Holnit
"No, Virginia. There isn't." by Dash Hope
"Five Will Get You Ten" by Terri B.L. Odds
"Career Opportunities in the Pacific Rim" by Cathy Lee Gifford

--

7 WAYS TO TELL A PEDOPHILE HAS BEEN WORKING ON A COMPUTER 

7. The screensaver has lots of pink ribbons flying about.
6. The L, O, I, T, and A keys are worn out.
5. The web browser's home page is set to an auto-search
   of Excite for _"Brooke Sheilds" +young_, at start up.
4. The numeric keypad only goes from six to twelve
3. The password is "Alice"
2. There's a crypto dongle mounted directly onto the CPU.
1. You keep getting all these wierd e-mails from 
   some mailing list called ASGL-L ;)

--

From the Girrrl Scoutz "Try it now!" CAMPING TIPS GUIDE:

You can compress the diameter of your rolled up sleeping bag 
by rolling on it with your scoutmaster.

In emergency situations, you can survive in the wilderness by 
shooting small game with a slingshot made from the elastic 
waistband of your underwear.  

The guitar of your teenager sister makes excellent kindling
for campfires.

The used underwear that everyone has in their tent should 
be collected in a pillowcase.  Your scoutmaster will keep
it in his tent, and will thank you.

Bear bells provide an element of safety for scouts hiking 
in grizzly country.  The tricky part is getting them on 
the bears, but keep trying! 

--------------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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Isabel writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi guys!

I'm back from my vacation, i.e. two separate trips to Mykonos, one 
with my loved one 'K' and his lover and another one again with 'K' 
and two Basque friends of mine.  I had a great time, especially 
at the first trip; seeing 'K' happy made me happy.  As to my 
pedophilia, it amounts to watching a great-looking girl that 'K' 
spotted for me at the nudist beach...  She had long blond hair 
and was skinny and muscular, just the way I like them.  But she 
didn't stay at the beach, she just walked through the gay side of the
beach and over a rocky hill probably to the neighboring beach, 
together with her sister and father.  That's life, the rare times 
I see a girl that I really like (I'm very particular), she eludes 
me...  I'm very glad when I see children at the gay nudist beach, 
because on one hand this is something I didn't experience as a 
kid and on the other it helps kids relate to homosexuality 
without prejudice or fear. 

--

'Sanctuary' asked:
>"Are there any people in the Basque Country actively trying to fight
>conservatism and keep attitudes progressive?"

Of course there are, both people and organizations;  political and cultural
organizations, youth organizations, women's organizations, gay organizations,
etc.  See, progressiveness in the Basque Country goes hand in hand with
internal politics (read 'fight for independance').  The majority of the
Basques want independance (at least in the Spanish side), so they are
automatically progressive in all fields, including the sexual one.  They go
automatically against any major power or ethics that oppresses or limits human
desire for freedom in any aspect.  A minority of Basques (some 15%) feel
Spanish, and not Basque, and are conservative in all fields, plus most Spanish
immigrants.  But they are not threatening.  What is threatening however is the
constant bombardment of conservative and imperialistic values of the Spanish
media, which impresses most adolescents.  They think that anything Spanish 
is better than the autoctonous [?], since it's trendier and more international.
Up until now, those adolescents have come to their senses in their twenties, 
but I wonder if also this generation will be able to do it, with all the 
power that the media has acquired nowadays. 

In Greece, one can clearly see the increase of puritanism by simply comparing
the beaches in Mykonos twenty years ago and now.  In 1998, 95% of the people
who went to the beaches where you were allowed to go nude were nude, both
straights and gays (who by the way were pretty much mixed).  Now one beach has
become completely straight (and commercialized) with 95% of the people wearing
swimsuits.  The other two that were mostly attended by gay people, have been
taken over by straights (and have also become commercialized) who again usually
wear swim-suits, and a tiny part at the end of each beach is left for gays of
whom only half go nude.  So we have three evils: ghettoization,
commercialization and increasing puritanism.  I might add: straights taking
over more and more sand and leaving the rocks to gays!  I look back with
nostalgia at the seventies where men, women and even children, gay or not,
shared the beaches and the discos.  

'Simon' asked if female peds have different feelings than male ones.  Well, I
don't know exactly how male peds feel, and all female peds are certainly not
alike.  I know for instance a lesbian who behaves like a macho man when she
sees a skirt (woman or little girl, it's all the same to her).  So I can only
speak for myself, and I suspect I'm not at all representative of female peds,
since I don't feel older than 10.  However, I have seen recurrent and to me
striking phenomena when reading the stories in ASGL:  Most if not all of you
guys get excited when you catch a glimpse of a girl's panties.  Such a sight
doesn't do anything for me. I enjoy looking at the whole body of a girl, and
especially her arms and legs. I've also noticed that most men get sexually
aroused by a sight or a touch. I never do.  The only way for me to get
sexually aroused is to think that I'm making love.  Another difference is that
most of you enjoy having numerous encounters/ friendships/relationships with
girls and you easily fall for almost any girl.  I'm very particular; rare are
the ones that I'm really attracted to.  And I only need one to love and have a
relationship with (young girl or man, since I'm bisexual).  The others will be
plain friends, and it's all the same to me if they are girls, women or men, as
long as they accept me and understand me, since I only see them as friends. 
Yet another difference with most men is that I don't enjoy love-making if it's
not with the one I'm in love with; to me love-making is expressing my love. 
But I suspect that this last thing would change if I finally ever got to make
love to a loved one and had plenty of it.  It would make me stop considering
love-making so ideal and so unique and special, I'd start considering it part
of everyday life and I could make love with others too, just to enjoy their
bodies, like most people do.

Well, I hope I've answered appropriately to your question.

--

To 'Flickorna':

I'm sorry for what you went through. I hope you can go on being friends 
with that girl.  Man, you have to be careful and not get involved with 
the kids of some bigot, or you're dead!


Isabel
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

I had a most delightful weekend at a local mountain resort (well,
OK, so several hundered miles isn't exactly local ...) with some 
friends and co-workers.  I am now thoroughly exhausted, not to mention 
sunburned.

We ran the <snip> river, got drenched by the serious rapids, and
did some drenching of our own while waterfighting with the other
rafts on the river.  We had a lengthy horseback ride through the
mountains and saw (from a distance) a large elk herd and (from
considerably less distance) several of the famed mountain 
sheep of that region.  I haven't had so much fun in quite a long 
time.

I wish I could have taken Rachel with me, she would have had a 
lot of fun.

Relaxing in the hot tub on Saturday afternoon, however, my friends
and I were approached by two delightful 9 year old cousins named
Ashley and Emily, who rather timidly asked if they could get in too.  
My boss immediately invited them in (he's not a paedophile, but he 
*is* good with kids) and we made room for them.  We became quick 
friends, and traded some good jokes (both girls are very funny, and 
Ashley, the older of the two is a born commedienne -- her timing 
and delivery are *perfect*, and she's barely 9 years old!  That one 
has a big future in show biz!), and became quick friends.  When the 
hot tub started getting a little more crowded, my boss and I suddenly 
each had a cute little girlsitting on our laps. :)  I got the little 
commedienne, who made herself comfortable by putting her arm around 
my neck and resting her head on my shoulder.  (Needless to say, I 
was both delighted and rather surprised!)  And when her mom came 
to get the girls ready for dinner and the barn dance we both got 
a big hug and a peck on the cheek.  Wow!

At the barn dance I got to meet her parents, who are absolutely
delightful people.  Her mother asked me for a dance, during which I
learned that my little commedienne  had a crush on me ("isn't that
cute?" her mother commented... definitely cute :).  Now all I have
to do is learn to dance... 

After the dance we had a bonfire and marshmallow roast.  I discovered
that her father plays guitar, so we cranked out a few tunes, and later
Ashley sat on my lap roasting marshmallows.

What a perfectly delightful day!

It turns out that Ashley and her parents live in the town near the
resort (well, it's a half hour drive ...) and are related to the
owner of the resort (with whom my friend has a very good working
relationship :)) and they spend a good deal of time there in the summer.

I'm definitely becoming a regular at *that* place!

--

'Sihme' introduces himself:
>Dear ASGL-L members,

Welcome!

--

'?' also indroduces her(?)self:
>Hello to everyone on this list.  I haven't contributed to this list
>before, but I have been lurking for about a month.  From what I've

Well, come right on in and make yourself at home! :)

>read, those of you who are near little girls get just as giddy as a
>normal teenager in love.  You are harmless little pets.  I have never
>heard anyone take children so seriously as you do.

Unfortunately, we seem to be the only ones taking children seriously
enough.

--

'Desire' writes about vacationing:
>Yes, I'm back from holiday. I had a very nice time, meeting old

Welcome back!  It's good to hear you had a good time.  I hope you
get to see Daniela again.  It's rare to find a girl who's parents/
guardians are so accepting of her being around grown men.  As you
read earlier in this post I, too, was fortunate enough to meet such
a girl on my vacation.  Isn't synchronicity a wonderful thing?

--

'Simon' writes to introduce himself:
>I have just subcribed to asgl-l and read the FAQ-mail. I think it is only
>polite to introduce myself. In advance I say sorry for incorrect grammar 
>or spelling, because I am not a native English speaker but use the bit of
>English I learnt at school and on holiday. I would also ask Ianthe to
>correct me is I misunderstood something in the FAQ and misbehave.

Welcome!  Wow, 3 new posters in one digest!  We're on a roll!

Don't worry so much about your spelling and grammar here, Simon.  You
are not the only poster who is not a native English speaker.  Let's face
it, English grammar and spelling are difficult at best even for those of
us who grew up speaking the language.

Be yourself, pour your heart out, we're here for you!  Welcome to the
family.

<snip>
>Now I have learned to live with my girl-love and I am also able to laugh
>about me and my orientation. Now I am trying hard to learn to have good
>contact to the girls I love, but I do not yet feel able to cuddle a girl
>when there is no one around me who knows about my girl-love because I still
>mistrust me. It is like an alcoholic working in a brewery - I am still
>afraid of my addiction to break through. I as I said I am learning and I
>have learned a lot, yet.

It's good to hear that you are getting over your addiction to porno.
It's something just about all of us have had to deal with at one
point or another, since it seems to be one of the few outlets we have
for our pent-up feelings.

I still find myself trolling the newsgroups and the web when I have
nothing better to do, but most of the stuff that's on there is spam
these days anyway.  It's always a treat, though, to find some new
pictures by DreamWeaver or Shadetree.  Those two are real artists,
DreamWeaver with his video-capture card and Shadetree with his camera.

There *is* a great deal of good, artistic, well made and beautiful
material available on the 'net, but much of what gets posted just
plain makes me sick.  I have to wonder how much of that hardcore
crap gets posted by the so-called "law enforcement community", who
break their own laws to try and lure people into their traps, so
they can justify their existence with arrests.

   [ They certainly seem to have the largest collections :)  I
     hear that one UK regional police force has recently 
     arrested one of their own officers, who was supposed to
     be hunting pedo porn, for trading in 'child porn' out
     of hours. ]

--

Yet another '?' delivers some humour:
<snip>
ROTFLMAO!  Absolutely hilarious!

--

Well, that's all I have time for right now.

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

'TrPakh' wrote:
>>We'll see how she treats me next time she sees me.
>
>I hope this works out for the best, Sanc.

It has been over a week and I have spoken to the
teenager's friend (who is my neighbor) since then and
nothing seemed out of the ordinary so I am going to
relax and hold to my story if I *am* asked (which I doubt
now) I have weathered another storm with this same neighbor 
girl 2 years ago when the neighbors across the street (now
gone) spread that rumour about me spying on the children
through binoculars. What nonsense but my neighbors on
the other side still believe it. :-(

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>I feel it's rather worthless saying so when I have not not yet been 
>in a situation where I might cause harm, so I don't really know how 
>I would react.

What? You mean you might actually hurt her? I doubt it.

>The point to this story is that I have finally managed to 'break into' a 
>school group on excursion in a meaningful way.  This feat has hitherto 
>been impossible for me.  Has anyone else managed this?

I have met children in parks and played with them but never in
an official school setting. I will not approach them unless the
conditions look favorable. I have not seen many children all
summer, though. 

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all! :)

I have some bad news. I called 6-year-old Anna's mother on the phone 
about 1 week ago. In spite of what she and Anna's father said about 
allowing me to continue my friendship with Anna, when I told her that 
I'd like to see Anna "at some point", she said no.  Spending time 
together doesn't serve either me or Anna -- she says. :(

I did not want to argue with her, because she was telling me all this in 
an unfriendly, please-don't-bother-me-right-now kind of way. But I think 
she is wrong. Keeping me away from Anna is probably going to make Anna 
think of me as someone bad. That isn't fair. For God's sake -- I want Anna 
to always think of me as her friend -- someone she can trust.

I love Anna so much. Why can't her mother trust me to spend time with 
her? I know she needs help with her daughter. Anna's mom is overwhelmed 
with other things which demand her attention. She is obviously prejudiced
against me because of my sexual preference. (And she thinks she's 
open-minded.)

I feel unhappy about the way this all turned out. I know this could have 
been prevented if I had been more careful (and lied) and so I am 
disappointed in myself. But mostly I am disappointed in the way this 
world neglects caring pedophiles.

--

Something interesting...

My mom spent a considerable amount of time with Anna's little friend 
Valery recently. Valery loves pretty ladies and so it didn't surprise me 
when I heard she had fallen in love with my mom. She basically followed 
my mom everywhere demanding affection and attention. My mom told me she 
asked her if she could suck her tits saying, "I know there must still be 
milk left in them."

My mom told me she felt like God had caused all this to happen so she 
could get a better understanding of what I am going through. She said 
that Valery would say things to her that she wish a man would say to her 
and that the love Valery gave her felt so good she didn't want to let go 
of it -- even though someone else might think it was inappropriate. 
Everyone kept mistaking them for mother and daughter -- she said. :)

--

Hi Isabel, :)

I am curious and would appreciate some detailed information about the 
IPCE. Ianthe, you have my permission to give my e-mail address to 
Isabel. (Please!!!!!)

--

Welcome to all the new posters! It's good to read you all!

'Flickorna'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Andre' wrote:
>After two months of absence, my movie-list is back. Here are the

Cool!

>Friday, 23.25, RTL4: Poltergeist 2: The other side (USA, 1986) - 
>Heather O'Rourke (11)

Ultra cool movie, although I thought the first was better.

>And I saw a posting by 'PK1' recently. Is there any chance of your
>website re-appearing within the next few months?

Not likely until I can find work, I'm flat broke right now :-( Until I 
can get my car running enough to escape this depressing no-job town then 
the website will remain off-line. I've been looking for work for months now
without any luck, but things are looking up, I spent the entire day
getting my car running again so hopefully I can get a job (cars make a
major difference in this area when looking for work) or escape this town
and hopefully the entire state. Once I get a couple paychecks lined up
I'll put the site back online.

Hmmm, anyone overseas want to adopt me :-) I can't take the USA anymore,
this country is driving me insane.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>My friends, the impossible can happen!
>
>Tonight on the nightly local news, two absolutely stunning young
>beauties (I'd guess about 3 years old) appeared in a segment about
>a neighborhood evacuation caused by a gas line leak ... *TOPLESS*!!!

I've seen this happen quite a few times in the news around here (west
coast, is that vague enough :-)

I remember one time watching a news report on some festival (which, I
forget) and behind the reporter was a girl of about eight to ten sitting
on a horse topless. It wasn't a live brodcast, so they could have blured
it out but they didn't. This always seems to happen on early morning 
news brodcasts, I'm not sure why but people seem more relaxed in the 
morning.  [ ...or just dozy :) ]

>Considering the ultra-conservative puritanical attitudes prevalent
>in the area in which I live, that is nothing short of miraculous.

You're telling me, try living where I do. This town couldn't get any 
more conservative.

>That station must not pay their censors enough ... ;P

And lets all pray it stays that way :-)

--

'?' wrote:
>chest and thighs like Posh.  If any of you have the chance to get a
>ticket to see the Spice Girls, I firmly recommend you go.  You will be

Also, check out a Hanson concert. Not only are the fans rather cute, but
the music is great! Yeah, I'll admit it, I like Hanson. This is weird
since I'm mostly into techno, alternative, goth and punk, all of which
Hanson is not :-)

--

'Desire' wrote:

[clip AT&T commercial stuff and DreamWeaver]
>So I guess that the chances of getting scans on this one from him will
>be rather small, unfortunately.

Yep, sad though. He has done some real magic with his scans and I fear
this commercial is destined to dissappear just like every other great
commercial I have ever seen.

--

'Andrej' wrote:
>To all US child-lovers: Yes, at http://www.amazon.com you can find
>this excellent book about pedophilia and child sexuality. It is sad 
>that www.amazon.com do not ship anything outside USA (or maybe they 
>changed their policy). Buy it before it sells out.

Yep, Amazon.com is ok, but also check out www.barnesandnoble.com/ last
time I checked they had a great selection and the prices (as well as
shipping speed, and they ship internationaly) seems to be much better. 
The prob with Amazon.com is they list quite a lot of books that they don't
really have, and even books that were never really published. Tends to 
be a pain to order stuff only to be told that they don't have it. B&N 
has a far better selection anyway IMO.

'PK1'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Andrej' wrote:
> at http://www.amazon.com you can find
>this excellent book about pedophilia and child sexuality. It is sad that
>www.amazon.com do not ship anything outside USA 

The second part of this sentence isn't true.  I've been buying books from
them for a couple of years, and have never had any problems getting
anything shipped to Australia.

Two other Amazon subsidiaries, which are both good:
http://www.bookpages.co.uk  (UK)
http://www.amazon.de  OR http://www.telebuch.de  (Germany - you'll need
serviceable German to make a purchase - clicking on 'English' brings 
you to Amazon in the USA.)

--

'Sihme' wrote:
>I've not really introduced myself before, so now briefly: I'm a 21 year old
>male currently living 'somewhere in Australia' and have been living the...

Hi 'Sihme' - it is nice to know there's another Australian on the list who
contributes!  By the way, your descriptions leave me in little doubt as to
which city you live in.

--

'Desire' wrote about his holiday in Europe.  (ASGL 16/08/98)

I was wondering where you were Desire.  I enjoy your posts.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>                                          I told her that I was
>just covering her up and not to worry. I had to say it a couple
>of times for her to relax about it and she reached over herself

I almost commented on this the first time, but when 'Tr'Pakh' supported you
I feel compelled to write, to add an alternative reading.  I don't think
you're being totally honest with either yourself or this group when you say
you were just "tucking someone in".  I'm not saying you intended to do
anything nasty - but don't insult all our intelligences by suggesting that
your intentions are all totally innocent.  You're a self-defined paedophile
on a paedophile support list, for god's sake - all this coy, euphemistic
crap about tucking children in just comes across as a lame self
justification.  I don't mind if you use this sort of language in 'real'
life, but you don't have to bring it across into this group, surely?  Stop
beating around the bush.

Note - it's not what you do but how you describe it that get's up my goat.
You're talking to other self-defined girl-lovers / paedophiles: you don't
have to continually justify your behaviour to the group (even if you DO
feel the need to do it in real life).

Regards,

'Cipolin'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Paddington' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

To Ianthe:

You wrote about a PGP-Version of ASGL-L - is this possible
now ? All this rumour about net-porn and new warrants for
the police gives me a need for a little more security ...

   [ It's certainly a possibility.  I'll look into it again. 
     Remind me again midweek. ]

--

Hallo to all,

(Sorry for my English today, I miss my laptop and
this machine is not secure, so I have to hurry)

Not too much to read from you, so from me - 
I'm back home and something has dramatically changed. 

My wife has found another man to be friend with, someone 
she loves and who cares for her. I have heard it a long 
time, but haven't realized how strong her feelings have been, 
and, beside my unability to relate emotionally to her as 
much as on our beginning I was shocked. I know, it is 
a reaction based on the changes in my mind, feelings and
expressions - she was alone within the family. Also she
had lost her feeling toward our daughter because she has
seen the intensity of feelings between me and my daughter.
It may seem to be curious, but she has said _if_ we will
go to divorce she will let our daughter stay by me - but I
have said, I can't be a long time alone with her, because
without this little piece of control I'm fearful about 
myself. 

Another change seems to come too early, my daughter
matures more than usual, no wonder, but a lost of childhood
and "innocence" I have forced. My wife has noticed that 
while she was "on the road" with a workmate and our
daughter - our daughter was always in rivalry to her as
[is more] usual in puberty, not as a 8yo girl.

All this is a danger for everything we have done and and
built up, and there is no simple way out - so my wife,
her "friend", his family and I have had some discussions
about the next time and we agreed to act in a way that may
give us the freedom of being with our beloved without
destroying the (economic) family basis.

I don't know, how this should work the long time until 
our daughter is old enough to let us go, just she wish
definitely to have us both (besides the fact, that we
have to change our lifestyle after a divorce, what 
our daughter knows). I can't simply go away, because 
of my wife's reaction I have to face responsibility for
my daughter, so my life is now bitter-sweet, mixed from
guilt, the fears of seeing with open eyes my daughters
emotional development beeing troubled by me and the
moments of deep love between her and me. 

Hope you have better moments,

'Paddington'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

(This part has been posted before by me on BoyChat...)

Yesterday, I went by train. Doesn't happen that often, as I live and 
work in one city, but this time it did. Anyway, the train was rather 
full, and I realized I might as well go sit down in the gangway, as 
the chances of getting a normal seating place would be small. Being 
the girl-lover I am, I took care that the place where I did so was 
close to two young girls... However, there were people with better 
hopes than I, so I got tired of having to stand up all the time to let 
them pass, and went to another place, just behind the backmost
chairs in our cabin.

There I had the luck that on that last chair there was a boy, who 
liked to watch me through the small space between back rest and head 
rest, smile at me, and move his hand in my direction playfully. Of 
course I soon joined him in his game. However, his mother (sitting 
next to him) told him all too soon to stop it.

Some time later there was hilarity, as one of the girls appeared to 
have a spider. It was on itself just some plastic thing, but using a 
bit of air compression in a thing she had in her hand, she could make 
it jump. The boy liked this very much, and so did I, so I was brought 
back in the kids' play world. What inspired me even more was the other 
girl's loud laughing - one is allowed to wake me in the middle of the 
night, if it is to listen to a happy, playing little girl's laugh.

At the next stop the younger girl got off, and the boy and his mother 
moved to the place where she and her companions had been, as his 
father was there too. I took their place. The boy was getting more 
impertinent, at one time lifting my glasses and moving them to the 
top of my head ("You look just like a girl now," he said. "How could 
that be, a girl with beard and moustache?" answered the girl's mother).

What however made me sad was the boy's parents' reaction. More than 
once he was told to get away from me. I don't think they suspected me 
of being a child molester, more likely they did not want the boy to
bother me. Heck, the more I get bothered in this kind of way, the better!
Now they could have some reason for concern - some men might get angry 
when boys start moving their glasses and tear lightly on their beard 
hairs - but still it made me sad. Despite this, being around these three 
kids was great.

--

From the newsclips:
> The law's defenders say the fear that the government will
> target mainstream films like these is ridiculous.

In other words, it's okay when Hollywood does it (although they
haven't done it for 10 years or so), but when I do it I can be caught?

> The CPPA simply closed a loophole that allowed pornographers to
> cater to the desires of pedophiles without fear of
> prosecution, they say.

So, they are admitting it? That those rules aren't any more to 'protect
the children' but just to 'get the pedophiles'? And that's considered
a good argument or something like that? By the way, if 'catering to the
desires of pedophiles' would be the norm, the rules are still too lose
- does the CPPA really forbid films like *My girl*, *Harriet the Spy*,
*Addams family values*, *Waterworld* or the complete early Shirley
Temple ouvre? All very popular under pedophiles - and then I haven't
looked into boy-lovers's favorites...

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> Tonight on the nightly local news, two absolutely stunning young
> beauties (I'd guess about 3 years old) appeared in a segment about
> a neighborhood evacuation caused by a gas line leak ... *TOPLESS*!!!

Just to make you jealous: During my holiday in <country> I noticed
that remarkably many girls, upto 8 years old at least would run 
around topless, and girls and boys around 3 or so could be found on
the strand completely naked.

--

'?' (I assume it was Pandora) wrote:
> Also, I think that we are all sexual beings from the moment we are
> born, but we are denied permission to express it until we are of
> consenting age (16-18?).  I think this denial and repression of our
> sexuality for such a long period of time could account for many of our
> sexual problems.  When we are 16, 17, or 18, we are are only a newborn
> sexually.  We will have to wait until we are 32-36, to have the same
> amount of sexual experience as if we had started when we were born.

Well, it's not that bad. In the first place, the number of children
that really allows that denial and suppression to be complete is
negligible. It may be forbidden, but that does not mean that it does
not happen. However sex-repressive our society is, especially to the
young, they will still be masturbating, fantasizing and playing sexual
games, and some will have intercourse. Maybe less, certainly more
secretly, but they do it nevertheless.

Furthermore, getting sexual experience is much faster during and after
puberty than before that age. Thus, even if those (say) 16 years were
completely missed, it would still cost less than 16 years to get to
the same point. Still, I agree with your main point: The suppression
of childhood and youth sexuality undoubtedly has negative consequences
not only on the child here and now, but also on the adult that will
grow out of him or her.

In the name of 'protection from sexual abuse' children's sexuality is
suppressed and denied. I think the best protection against abuse is
rather the converse: Teach them about their body, allow them to learn
how it feels, what they want and what they don't want, and tell them
that it's their choice, and theirs alone, what happens to it.

>From a book about childhood sexuality I'm just reading:

"It also appears that children who have been sexually educated in a
 positive way are more defensible against sexual abuse. Those children
 will also talk with their parents or another trusted person faster
 when they come in situations of (almost) abuse."

But, no, [society still says] let's not educate the children, and let's 
not allow them to be sexual. They might even find their own way in 
_sexuality_! And we all know there is only one correct way, and that 
is _not having sex_. [ironical]

Brongersma remarks that sex and violence are are two different ways to
release the nature's power. Repress sex and intimacy, and violence will
increase. Allow them, and it will decrease. Our current stance seems to
be that we want neither, but if one really can't keep oneself in, then
please choose violence and not sex. Hate is immoral, but less immoral
than love.

--

'Simon' wrote:
> In this forum I will use the nick 'Simon' as I do in every public place 
> that deals with this topic. I think it is OK to say that I live in Germany 
> and that I am working in a team of two on a German Christian support page 
> for pedophiles. I do not post the URL, because I am not sure if it is 
> disliked to link pages here or not even though it is fully legal.

It's no problem, URLs are given on this forum quite often. I can
remember one time where Ianthe decided to remove an URL, because it
was from a personal page of one of the members, and thus could be
used to identify him. But apart from that, any URL that does not lead
to legally doubtful material would be ok.

I can remember having read the forum the first month or two months of
its existence (that must have been November last year or so) [it
started in Feb 96], although I hadn't written anything (or maybe I did 
but did not push the 'send' button). I discontinued upon joining ASGL-L, 
as I read and write English more easily than German (I'm Dutch myself).

Oh, by the way: Sei Wilkommen, und setzen Sie sich. Ich hoffe Sie
wuerden Euch hier zu Hause fuehlen. (was that correct?)

> I read that there are girl-loving women in the list. I have often thought
> about if there are such women because I have not yet heard about one.
> Perhaps one of those could try to explain if there is a difference in the
> feelings men have towards girls and those that women have.(There probably
> is one but what is it?)

There are two female girl-lovers here at the moment, Ildiko from
Hungary and Isabel from Greece. Unfortunately, both have too little
time to read everything, let alone write much. Apart from that there
is Pandora, who is -as I understand- a woman who is engaged with a
male girl-lover. Flickorna has a friend who might be a female girl-lover,
and I have just read a diary of a female girl-lover (about which more
just below).

One girl-lover and the next differ so much in their feelings that
differences between male and female girl-lovers could only be seen at
a statistical level, and I have far too few cases to even begin doing
that. However, it seems reasonable to assume that female girl-lovers
would differ, maybe not in their own feelings but then in the reaction
of society - when a woman is playing with children, even if she is
physical with them, especially if those are girls, people will be less
likely to immediately start thinking that she's in it for the sex.
Thus, having contact with girls may well be easier for female than
for male girl-lovers.

--

I wrote:
> Another interesting booklet is the diary of a 16 year old girl 
> who starts to realize that she's a girl-lover.

Ianthe reacted:
>    [ That sounds cool!  Does she have a crush on preteens, 
>      or on other 15/16 year olds ?  If preteens, could you 
>      post it here ? ]

Yes, younger girls, with an age of preference around 10. The booklet 
is too long (47 pages, plus two pages introduction by the writer, and
two pages afterword by the institution that published it) to post it 
here in full, but I will give some parts. Maybe I could ask for 
permission to put it on the web (the booklet is from 1984, but someone 
has corrected  the phone number of the institution, and the new one 
must be from 1996 or later, so I think it would still be able to 
reach them).

First, the reason for publishing the diary (which was originally not
intended to be published):

  After I had contacted the 'Stichting JEP' and they had heared my
  story, I was asked to release this diary for publication. The
  institution was of the opinion that this diary could shed another
  light on the consequences of the behaviour of parents, who "for her
  own good" are not willing and able to give their child the space to
  discover and develop her own feelings and live with them at her own
  discretion. Because I hope that this diary can contribute to saving
  other youths from this experience, I have consented to publication.
  If this diary can also contribute to a more healthy image of
  pedophiles and their feelings, this publication has certainly been
  useful.

As can be expected, large parts of the book are about the reaction
of her parents, but it also tells about her feelings for the girls.
She wants to tell her parents, but decides to wait with that till
after her scouting camp. In the meanwhile her mother does start
teasing her with her interest in younger children. During the camp
she is so stupid as to spread stickers with texts like "Doesn't have
a child the right to have sex?", "Child, you're so sweet" among the
younger girls. Her parents hear about it, and are furious. They do
hardly allow her around children any more (*). The bomb bursts when
they see her talking to some of her former young friends a few months
later. She runs away from home, and that's where the booklet ends.

(*):
  And now this. I was posting a letter for Greenpeace and on the way
  back I meet some children from the neighborhood. Whether I liked to
  join them playing. Hide-and-seek.

  As I did not have much mind to do my homework, I joined in for a
  while. Until half past seven. Now mother is very angry. She thinks
  I did it to provoke her or something. But there were also a few
  older girls there!

Some fragments:

Wednesday 1 July

  21.45. Just back from "Radio flierefluiter (1)", a sixth grade
  musical in two acts. Marieke (2) had asked me to come and watch.
  What do you think of Marieke as Soft Sarah? In a purple satin-velvet
  dress with boa and make-up? (but with make-up I already knew her,
  as little witch (3) ). She can really sing extremely well! And
  play too (only once did she need help from the prompter, who 
  prompted so loud that the whole audience could hear it!)
  In short, I have laughed rather much. And -strangely- felt a bit
  proud when she waved at me. (She is not a type that falls upon a
  person's neck spontaneously or something like that. Also not one to
  lay an arm around her shoulders yourself. But when she laughs at
  me... and she has extremely beautiful dark eyes.)

  This afternoon she was in the shopping centre. So was I. Immediately
  I went through all shops with her. In the post office we met Johan (4).
  He was with a couple of kids as well, so I did not greet him. Both
  of us were busy, after all.

Friday 17 July

  The fighting will stay. Now I still have myself as an opponent. I 
  am fighting myself. But later, will I have to fight society then? I
  am (will become) a woman, and because of that I am allowed more.
  That's what I cling to now.
  I am busily collecting pictures of children. That is, I already had
  them, but now I am also hanging them to the wall.

  Bought "De Tijd" (5). It had an article about Johan. Especially the
  fragments of his diary (6) hurt me. That he went through all of that.
  And many with him. And I will have to count with that, despite being
  a woman. Although it will be a lot easier for me. But still I am
  rather much in disorder from the inside, on the moment.
  Marieke is not at home. On holiday? I pray on bended knee that she'll
  send me a postcard. Loves me a bit. Loves me!

Monday 27 July

  [...]
  Still it's strange how long such a small incident can hang around.
  Like yesterday at Johan's. Natalie (7) hangs with her head on my 
  shoulder (nice feeling, just like in the Enterprise (8). "I think
  you're sweet!" (9) she claims seriously. I look at her, smile a bit,
  but am touched from inside: "Pooh, now I turn shy!" She knows me.
  She knows I think she's "sweet" too. Sometimes I would wish that
  time stood still. On moments like in the Enterprise, for example.
  Then I would still be sitting on that bench, she pressed against me,
  very close. Two arms around her, because otherwise there was no room
  to sit. And on the frightful moments (there are some moments in that
  swing-thing that one really gets a bit frightened. But even being
  frightened is nicer with a child against one) with my face past her
  hairs for a moment. "Do you like it?" And she just laughing all the
  time. And then I feel lucky, warm, and hope she enjoys it too.

  Children are honest in that respect: when they don't like it, they
  say it. When she smiles to me she thus feels just as good as I. Time
  should stand still, but the machine already goes more slowly and we
  get out. That is funfair. Two minutes pure happiness, then on to the
  next attraction. On every hand a girl. I am a bit frightened that
  I'll come across someone I know, but on the same time I hope I'll 
  meet them. I want to show them that I can be happy as well. Although
  they can drag my happiness through the mud afterwards. That's my
  fear.

  Children are spontaneous, open and honest. I know how once, already
  for the fourth time that day, I was standing at Marieke's front door
  and asked: "Aren't you getting bored of me?". Her answer was: "Yes,
  in fact (10) I am!" And that was fair. But still I got the address
  of her school immediately. I had come to ask it because she would be
  playing in a musical that evening. And she was really happy when I
  was there to look.

  There are no 'innocent children'. They talk more and more often about
  sex than adults do. That is: children mention everything by its name.
  Adults just make allusions to it.

  Children really do want physical as well as "mental" love. Why else
  would they come and hang around my neck? Not just because they think
  I look nice? They know, instinctively that with me (and with Johan,
  Wil (11), all those others) they can get the love they want as well.
  Mother love is something completely different from love (with
  capitals: LOVE). That's what Agnes (7) comes lying with me in the
  evenings during camps. And the others in the tent. Do you think they
  would do the same with one of my fellow leaders? No! Fodder for
  psychologists (12)? For disapproval? For the police? For misunder-
  standings certainly.

Wednesday 29 July

  This night I lay awoke much. I am a bit frightened. Well, a bit! The
  nerves are screeching through my throat and stomach (13)!
  My parents suspect much, but I don't know how much. In any case
  enough and so much in the wrong direction that I will have to inform
  them, I'm afraid.

  Jesus, it seems so easy:

  "I have to tell you something. I think I'm a pedophile. In point of
  fact, I am certain! And that's also my only reason for my visits to
  Johan. He has pedophilic feelings too and also is contact person for
  a study group about pedophilia (14)."

  One of these days things will get to it. I want to get rid of it,
  basically. All this secrecy is not my thing. It really bothers me.
  But I also fear their reaction. The simplest would be if they would
  quietly sit down and ask: "What is it all in fact, pedophilia?"
  I also fear that I will start crying or such. Or that at the time it
  has to be said ("Johan is a pedophile!"), I do not dare to continue
  with: "and so am I!" Crawling away again. No, it has to be done now.
  O God, keep your fingers crossed for me!
  [...]

Sunday 1 August

  Mothers, keep your children inside! I am thinking out luring methods.
  Oh well! (15)

  Across (16) lives a girl of about seven years old, named Moniek.
  Beautiful blue eyes and half-long hair. We used to play together, but
  that's several years ago already. I do watch out of my window when
  she is playing often. Tonight she was playing outside with a cousin (17)
  and I was cleaning my guinea pig's cage. And what's a better bait
  than such a hairy cuddly toy animal? So I picked up Whitey (18) and
  walked into the passage behind our house, ostensibly to pick
  dandelions. From the corners of my eyes I saw the two children walking
  in. We talked a bit and they stroked Whitey. Then I had to watch
  Moniek's rabbit. Whitey was allowed to walk in the grass, because
  then the children kept coming back to watch the innocent animal.

  I think Moniek's a sweet girl, very beautiful, a bit shy, but
  certainly one that belongs in my fanclub.

  She looks a bit like the girl on my poster. She's just a bit older.
  And I'll try to have more contact with her. Nice, fun!
  She's really sweet, but maybe she's heared too many strange stories
  about me. That will come round. Yes, mothers, keep your children
  inside! Hurray! (I'm a bit exuberant tonight. No problem, is allowed
  every now and again) but eeh... let's not be too premature.

Friday 7 August
  [...]

  By the way: yesterday Moniek was walking around half-naked. She was
  only wearing her blouse (which wasn't necessary on its turn). She
  saw me looking out of my window, but was not at all in a hurry to
  add any piece of clothing. Nice girl.

Wednesday 12 August  
[...]

  Mother has now arrived in the stage of ridiculizing my behaviour.
  "Doesn't she call you mummy yet?" she asked, after Moniek had asked
  whether I would like to play with her again tonight. "No," I said,
  "if she called me mummy, she wouldn't ask whether I would 'like to
  play with her again'!" Mother had nothing to reply to that.
  I happened to have thought that out last night, while I was thinking
  about my 'position' with those children. I do not want to be a
  second mother or a rich aunt. And that's indeed not what I am, I
  believe. The children see me more as an equal, as one of their kind.
  Moniek may see me as an equal where she can get something more yet.
  A bit of love or something like that.

[...]

  If only I would dare to tell my parents. And if only they would
  understand it then! Sometimes I feel so completely alone in this
  house. Especially that attitude of mom's "Doesn't she call you
  mummy yet?" Especially her tone does it.

[...]

  Pedophilia is loving children. Your daughter, mom, loves children.
  Little, innocent girls, which she entices away. With love, and not,
  dear mom, with candies and cooked-up stories. And what's more, mom,
  those sweet little girls come to her themselves!
  Sometimes I would like to cry and be comforted very long. But there
  is noone to comfort me, so I keep quiet and hide it away. With the
  rest of my loneliness, with the suppressed feelings, with the fear,
  with the uncertainty.

  God, why can't my parents understand me!

Monday 24 August (after the scouting camp)

  THEY SAY IT IS AN ILLNESS! You're not like that, you're not insane,
  they say.

  They know! The scoutmaster has phoned them. They do not want to
  read the booklet that I gave them. They know as much about it as I
  did, a year and a half ago. They didn't even know it also exists in
  women!

  All children that are involved in it, get frustrated or mad, they
  say.

  For months one has been thinking about what to say to one's parents,
  how to tell them. One thinks one has taken all possible reactions
  that they can make into account. And then this!

  The last thing I would have thought! My parents don't even believe
  me! Dad looks at me like... like a rare species. And mom is crying
  all the time.

  This isn't "my parents don't understand me" anymore. This is blank
  incomprehension. They don't know it, and they don't want to know it.
  I have to choose: Go to school or work. Dad likes me to go working.
  Going into lodgings perhaps. And no reason to say he's wrong.
  I can simply go to school. No contact with Johan any more, adapt,
  be a good girl. Suppress myself for one year. Be quiet and learn.
  Until after the final examination.

  How long will the situation stay as it is now? Watch, cry, ask: do
  you still think the same way about it as you did yesterday? But
  surely you don't want sex with children? You only like them? And:
  which book have you read this time? No book at all, dear parents!
  I hate it for them. What if it was your daughter. Ill, ill, ill. I'm
  not ill, they are not ill. I think nobody's abnormal. Not my parents,
  nobody. I'm just in a completely different pigeonhole.
  When I leave them alone, wouldn't they be happier? Without a 
  daughter they have to watch over all the time. Without having to
  see and to think: that's my daughter she's ill! Or is it just that
  she has too broad a phantasy? Because that her feeling is real, is
  impossible.

  And yet it is true! I think they'd better be rid of me. I'm sixteen
  now. Not an adult, but old enough to know that it is true. And so
  lonely.

  I love my parents, maybe I have to go because of that. Or do not. Or
  do. At half past six the children come to pick me up. I'm not going.
  Moniek, Natasja, Jolanda, just go on.

  My own parents abhor me. I feel like I'm rotting on the inside. Ill?
  No, not ill, That's how people talked about gays ten, fifteen years
  ago as well. They have accepted those too now. And I have not done
  anything bad to a child? Never!

  Wait until the evening. Then I have to talk with them again, hear
  the new rules. Hopeless. Standing alone. Being afraid. I am trembling
  from nervousness, all day. Yesterday too. So cold. When I go, it will
  be the last time. I don't want to go talking. How long will this last?
  How long this looking, asking, searching for things that are not
  there? Or that are completely different. When will they understand?
  Or when will I have to adapt?

  It's half past six now. I could make a letter. Dear parents, you
  would better be rid of me.

  They are completely mad themselves as well. Are fighting, although
  not seriously, about nothing. Owing to me. I don't belong here any
  more.

Monday 14 September
[...]

  They can expect much from me: Be good, make my exam, well-adapted
  behaviour, but not that. I would want that mom finally stopped those
  remarks like "Later when you're married... When your husband..."
  A bit of consideration with me is not forbidden. And she can't blame
  me for... Is she even trying to learn more about it? No, of course
  not. And do they really think that I will manage on my own?

Monday 28 September
[...]

  Still there are bright spots. Today even many of them: received a
  smile from an unknown Indian (19) girl, spoken a little bit on the
  street with the girl of the guinea pig and waved to Johan. A few
  times I have been at the point of calling him.
[...]

Thursday 15 October

  My mother thinks she is so funny! She says: "(...) but youth
  librarian is of course nothing for you. You have never managed
  to go along with children very well after all!" Small joke!
  Mom has probably forgotten that she once told me that I should play 
  with children my own age. I played too much with the (little)
  children of the neighbours across (16). That wasn't proper. But
  well, that's long ago. And, oh yeah, mom, babies and toddlers, that's
  something completely different than children! Really!

Sunday 22 November
[...]

  Yesterday morning, arrival of St. Nicholas (19) in the shopping
  centre. I was just coming back home from the pharmacy. Had to pick
  up the recepy after twelve o'clock. Wanted to go to the shopping
  centre first. That was okay with them. I stayed there for about two
  hours. It was extremely busy, very many children. I saw Moniek with
  her mother. When I went to the pharmacy at half past twelve, I met
  Natasja and that girl of the guinea pig. I have been talking with
  them extensively.

  Until I saw my parents. And they saw me! Dad and Mom, on the bicycle
  doing shoppings. I was frightened to death. Still I called 'Hai'
  (as enthoustically as possible). No answer. They cycled on like I
  did not exist. With that well-known look on their face, that meant
  trouble.

  Very much trouble in fact. I was so completely upset that I went
  to Johan immediately, to tell him that today would be the day. If I
  wouldn't be thrown out of the house, I would go myself. I said.

  They didn't talk at first, at home. So I started it myself. But 
  after five minutes dad started threatening with a piece of wood if
  I would not "get the hell out of here". Mom still wanted to talk.
  God, what's talking?

  The same story as ever. Was I still behind it? Didn't I see that
  Johan and all those others were deranged? That those poor innocent
  children got severely deranged? etc.

  I was clear for the first time. Yes, I "was still behind it"; no,
  they were not deranged, and mostly: yes, I did love children. Yes,
  dad, yes, mom, sexually too. Bad, but true!

  After half an hour trying to persuade me, talk me under the carpet,
  make me capitulate, they saw the senselessness of it all. A large
  shock to them.

  A daughter, just turned 17, always good, accommodating, sweet,
  always said yes. Yes, I will keep my hands of those children, yes,
  yes, yes!

  And now suddenly NO! And I said nothing any more. Let them talk,
  let them threaten. I had to go to a psychiatrist, doctor, boarding
  school, institution. I could get lost. "Don't you want to go to
  the psychiatrist? I'll come and drag you from your school." (dad)
[...]

  I definitely decided when that evening at the pivo's (21) I went
  through the experiences of that day again. I did not want to go on
  like that.

  My parents had been clear, after all: "If you go on with this, you
  can leave. Then we don't want to have anything to do with you!"
  So I left!

(1): According to the dictionary 'good-for-nothing, irresponsible
     person', but I think the Dutch word is more positive, also having
     a feeling of 'free, careless person'
(2): An 11 yo girl she had met and spend a day with one week earlier
(3): She had met Marieke during a "Medieval day" at school, in which
     they both were dressed at witches. She and her friends had made
     up Marieke.
(4): A pedophile she knows through her 27 mc radio (is that the English
     term? [CB radio?] )
(5): The name means "The Time"
(6): Which were just being published at the time
(7): A younger girl from scouting. The writer has quite a number of
     young friends at scouting, calling them her 'fanclub' - although
     she also uses that term to denote ALL her girl-friends.
(8): A funfair attraction. She had been there with Natalie and a niece
     of Natalie's just before. Natalie sat against her, and had to
     be held.
(9): Is this the correct word to use here?
(10): In Dutch it said 'eigenlijk', I could not find any good
      translation. The dictionary gives 'properly speaking, really,
      basically, in point of fact'.
(11): Another female pedophile, they called on the phone while the
      writer was at Johan's place, two days before.
(12): A Dutch expression, I don't know its English counterpart
(13): Also a Dutch expression, but the 'and stomach' part seems to have
      been made up by the writer herself.
(14): Literally 'that occupies itself with pedophilia'. I assume the
      working group mentioned is the 'werkgroep pedofilie' of the NVSH.
(15): This is the translation the dictionary gave for 'nou ja'. I don't
      think it really gives the meaning, but couldn't find anything
      better either.
(16): I.e.: In the house opposite ours
(17): male
(18): I translated the animal's real name 'Witje'.
(19): This does not mean 'native American', but 'south Asian', and as
      we're in the Netherlands, that will be 'Indonesian'.
(20): The Dutch version of Santa Claus
(21): Her new scouting group, where she could join a few weeks after
      having been thrown out of her old group for what happened during
      the camp. There were no younger girls on this group.

--

Phew... I hope you appreciate my work in bringing this to you -
sometimes translating is harder than writing something original. But
I think I managed quite well, for an unexperienced person.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Cool, thanks very much for the work of typing this out!  I would
     love to read the whole booklet/diary! ]


'Andrej' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Look for the book: "Lolita: The Book of the Film" by Stephen Schiff
(ISBN: 1-55783-354-0)

In this book you have whole screenplay from this new version of
"Lolita" plus there is A LOT of photos from the movie (don't have 
the time to count them all). You get 226 pages of "Lolita" for 
$15.00. Not bad.     

Enjoy!

'Andrej'
------------------------------------------------------------------------


'Eva_Io' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

In Australia, there's a new film about to come out soon called "Amy". 
Alana De Roma is the 8-year-old actress who plays the title role, and 
she is a quite a discovery! She's a very good actress, an electrifying 
singer, and hauntingly beautiful, with deep brown eyes that are so 
expressive and yet so vulnerable. It's well worthwhile keeping this 
one on your "must-see" film list. If you're not into 8-year-olds, 
she'll convert you! (The story's good too!)

'Eva_Io'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                            26th August 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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News cuttings round-up:

* Standard "net porn" news story (but with stats highlighted)
* juicy bits from NCIS article in 'Cross Border Control International'
* Customs targets laptop hard drive contents (extra info about
  requirement to decrypt on demand, and hand over PGP keys)
* 'Safe houses' to foil paedophiles
* Statistics from the Times
* Cybersleuth cop attracts pedophiles to his Web (info about
  his homophobic entrapment of teens highlighted)
* Baby, it's for you - mobile phones for tots 
* Cyber Rights: Defending Free Speech in the Digital Age (review)

--------------------------------------------------------------------





August 25 1998     
--------------------------------------------------------------
  
Stats from The Times (London)
   
<snip>

As Bournemouth and the rest of Dorset reacted yesterday to
the disclosure that 522 convicted and 100 suspected
paedophiles live in the county, government figures
disclosed the scale of the problem in England and Wales. 
There are an estimated 110,000 convicted male paedophiles
in England and Wales. According to a Home Office study of
all the men born in 1953, one in 60 had a conviction for a
sexual offence by the time he was 40. 

  {It sounds like this study has been published ? ]

Home Office figures show that, in 1993, 4,000 men aged
20-24 had a conviction for a sexual offence against a
child. The figure was 6,000 for those aged 25-29, 10,000
for those aged 30-34, 11,000 for those aged 35-39 and
79,000 for those aged over 40. 

The number disclosed for Bournemouth follows the launch of
Operation Pantheon, a police study into how many convicted
and suspected paedophiles lived in Dorset. It suggests
that, although the county's figure appears high, it is
broadly in line with national projections. 

Statistics gathered by senior officers show that 522 men
convicted of offences ranging from child pornography to
assaults on children, and another 100 suspected paedophiles
live in Dorset, many of them in Bournemouth. 

Police believe they are attracted to the holiday resort by
its cheap bed and breakfast accommodation and the fact
that, as a retirement town, residents are used to strangers
moving into the area. 

Detective Chief Superintendent Des Donohoe, head of CID in
Dorset, said: "Paedophiles move on quickly. They are almost
like gypsies, moving from town to town looking for
opportunities." 

-----------------------------------------------------------



August 24th
-----------------------------------------------------------

Table inset:

Arrests, indictments and convictions of people who used
computers to keep or distribute child pornography. The
figures are for fiscal years (October-September). 


              1995    1996     1997   1998*     
  Arrests      48      136     173    104                
  Indictments  34      134     158    104                
  Convictions  35      94      178    106  

*October 1997 through March 1998 
*Source: U.S. Customs Service* 
  
--

American-Statesman Staff
Aug. 24, 1998

Just a few clicks in the seemingly anonymous environment of
the Internet take you to the pictures. 

<snip, yawn, standard "net porn story" intro>

                           the U.S. Customs Service often
investigates such cases, along with the FBI and U.S. Postal
Service inspectors.

Nationwide, arrests in such cases by customs agents have
grown from 48 in 1995 to 173 in 1997. The number is likely
to keep growing. During the first six months of 1998,
customs agents arrested 104 people.

In 1996, changes in the law singled out computer users in
child-porn cases, closing a loophole that allowed many
computer voyeurs to avoid prosecution.

Before the change, some people accused of collecting child
porn avoided conviction because the law required a person
to have three or more articles -- such as magazines, films
or books -- featuring child pornography to be prosecuted
for possession. A computer, some argued in court, counted
as only one -- even though it could contain hundreds or
thousands of pictures. In 1996, Congress added computers to
the law and increased the penalty for child-pornography
collectors who use computers.

Since the changes in the law, at least five Texas men have
been prosecuted on these charges.

<snip>

Child-porn collectors are dangerous, federal agents say,
because they can evolve into violent sex offenders.

  [ Not only are we predators, we are now evolving into
    _mutant_ predators! ;]

"These images are whetting the appetite of pedophiles,"
said Siggins, who has been a U.S. Customs Service agent
since 1980. "You have people in the collector stage who
grow tired and want to see the real thing, so then they go
watch children at play. When they become tired of that,
then they go to the third stage -- molesting a child."

   [ This statement is total bullshit - see:

     Howitt, Dennis.
     Pornography and the paedophile: Is it criminogenic?
     68, British Journal of Medical Psychology, 15, 24 (1995) ]

<snip>

There are more federal agents than ever monitoring chat
rooms and newsgroups that cater to child-pornography
collectors. 

In Baltimore, the FBI has expanded its "Innocent Images"
project, an undercover online project designed to flush out
child-pornography collectors and distributors and adults
who prey on children. Since 1995, "Innocent Images"
investigations have produced 161 arrests and 184
convictions nationwide. 

  [ That's weird - they have more convictions than arrests,
    a record any police department in the world might think
    was pretty unusual ! ]

The U.S. Customs Service has added agents who specialize in
computer crime to every field office and has begun a
cybersmuggling program that targets Internet crimes.

   [ ie: more stings are planned. ]

-----------------------------------------------------------



'Cross Border Control International' magazine:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Co-ordination and co-operation: the keys to the effective
            investigation of child pornography 
                              
            Detective Superintendent Bryan Drew 
                              
    Head of Strategic & Specialist Intelligence Branch,
     National Criminal Intelligence Service (NCIS), UK

Pornography, including child pornography, in the form of
books, and later in films and video, has been available for
decades. In both the UK and other countries throughout the
world, it has been made the subject of numerous and varied
legislation. 

<etc etc -- yawn yawn, boring intro snipped...>

                         It is not simply a picture of a
child engaged in some form of sexual activity; it is the
permanent record of the sexual abuse of a child. 

Child pornography serves significant purposes for both
paedophiles and child molesters. Preferential child
molesters often possess large collections of child
pornography, meticulously catalogued and carefully guarded. 

They, however, are not the only ones who produce or consume
child pornography. A much broader segment of the population
is interested in pornography featuring pubescent children
in their teens. Additionally, with the emergence of the use
of computers to traffic in child pornography, a new growing
segment of producers and consumers has been identified.
They are individuals who may not have a sexual preference
for children, but who have seen the gamut of adult
pornography and who are searching for more bizarre
material. 

   [ The addiction / escalation model again, which has been 
     fairly comprehensively refuted in the literature. ]

<snip>

Despite national differences, some international forums
have been able to arrive at common definitions of child
pornography, most of which focus on visual, rather than
written, material. The Council of Europe defines child
pornography as 'any audio-visual material which uses
children in a sexual context'. The Interpol Standing
Working Party defines child pornography offences against
minors as 'the visual depiction of the sexual exploitation
of a child, focusing on the child's sexual behaviour or
genitals'. 

The question of what constitutes child pornography is
extraordinarily complex. Standards that are applied in each
society or country are highly subjective and are contingent
upon differing moral, cultural, sexual, social and
religious beliefs that do not readily translate into law.
Even if we confine ourselves to a legal definition of child
pornography, the concept is elusive. Legal definitions of
both 'child' and 'child pornography' differ globally, and
may differ even among legal jurisdictions within the same
country. 

The legal definition of a 'child' varies among nations. The
United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child
defines a child as a person under 18 years of age. This
definition is far from being universally adopted. For
example the UK, Sweden, Norway, Australia, Switzerland and
Finland define a child as a person under 16 years of age.
Other countries have different ages for defining the line
between childhood and adulthood. The definition of a child
in Denmark and France is a person under 15 years of age; in
the United States, Canada and Belgium it is a person under
18 years of age, whilst in Germany it is a person under 14
years of age. This difference in defining the age of a
child has provided pornographers with the defence that,
what is considered an indecent photograph of a child in one
country may actually be lawful in the country of origin. 

The scope for international co-operation in this area
(particularly the harmonisation of legislation) is
therefore inevitably limited, but the Government of the
United Kingdom regards it as particularly important that
any opportunity which may arise for close co-ordination
across national boundaries is exploited to the full. 

Since 1991, there has been increasing co-operation between
law enforcement agencies throughout the world regarding
international aspects of crimes committed against children.
In 1992, Interpol established the Standing Working Party on
Offences Against Minors. This Standing Working Party,
currently attended by representatives of law enforcement
agencies from over 30 different countries around the world
who actively collaborate in their efforts to prevent the
sexual exploitation of children, meets on average three
times a year. The issue of child pornography and its
distribution by computer on the Internet and by computer
Bulletin Board Systems (BBSs) is one of the subjects that
is monitored and discussed at each meeting. 

In the United Kingdom, detecting the possession and
distribution of pornographic home videos featuring children
continues to be an important priority of law enforcement.

  [ Which presumably is why the cops on the net are always
    demanding movies. ]

Likewise, much of the child pornography currently seized by
the US Customs and Postal Inspection Service still contains
home-made videos. Similarly, despite the increasing use of
computers by paedophiles, the US Postal Inspection Service
believe that pornographers still rely heavily on the mail
to exchange video tapes and computer diskettes. 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) estimate that
over 50 per cent of all child pornography seized in the
United States depicts boys rather than girls. Canadian
Customs estimates that figure at 75 per cent for Canada. In
contrast, in Japan, it is female minors that are
predominantly exploited in pornographic material. The
gender of the child victims, displayed via computer
networks, is constantly in flux and difficult to determine
with any precision. 

<snip>

The international nature of the trade in computer
pornography and the falling cost of international data
transmission make international co-operation in identifying
sources essential. Canadian law enforcement agencies
believe that the distribution of pornography by computer
technology has only begun and that soon, if not already
here, full motion videos containing this type of
pornography will be available. The US Customs Service
believes that the Internet is the biggest problem facing
law enforcement agencies throughout the world. 

<snip>

Operation Starburst highlighted the fact that the Internet
provides user-friendly encryption software which is
frequently employed by child pornographers, thereby making
the decoding of files extremely difficult, if not
impossible, for law enforcement agencies. 

<snip>

The Los Angeles Police Department estimate that of 700
child molesters arrested over a ten-year period for
extra-familial child sex crimes, more than half had child
pornography in their possession and about 80 per cent owned
either child or adult pornography. 

  [ "...either child or adult pornography".  Now there's 
    a "slight of hand" statistic; a copy of Playboy 
    instantly becomes counted in with "child porn". ]

                                      From 1986 to 1988, an
organisation called Childwatch in England found that of the
27 child molesters convicted, 23 per cent were using their
child victims to make pornography and nearly all of the
child molesters had child pornography in their possession. 

   [ Only "27 child molesters" convicted in two years ?
     England may be small, but it's not _that_ small ;)
     One suspects that a tiny sample of only 27 is 
     statistically worthless and highly selective. ]

<snip>

Many members of the international community have not yet
adopted legislation which is directed specifically at child
pornography, despite a global trend towards regulation. 

<snip>

At the 1996 General Assembly of Interpol, held in Antalya,
Turkey in October, a resolution was adopted in connection
with the International Traffic in Child Pornography. This
resolution requests that all member countries enact
legislation that criminalises child pornography

<snip>
------------------------------------------------------------




Daily Telegraph (UK), Connected, August 19th 98
------------------------------------------------------------

Customs targets laptop hard drive contents
By Simon Davies 

BUSINESSMEN carrying laptops into the country are having
their computers routinely scanned, and even snapshots taken
of their disks. Those who fail to cooperate are liable to
arrest.

The practice came to light after a senior computer
journalist was stopped while returning on the Eurostar last
week.

Kenneth Cukier, the Paris correspondent for Communications
Week International, was detained by Customs officials who
threatened to scan his laptop. The plan was thwarted when
the officers discovered that they were dealing with an
Apple. They told Cukier that the alleged scanning equipment
could not handle Apple Macs.

A spokesman for Customs and Excise said officials would
routinely scan laptops for illegal material such as
pornography. Encrypted files will be treated in the same
way as a ordinary luggage. "So far as we are concerned,
there is no difference between an encrypted file and a
locked suitcase," said the spokesman. "All travellers
entering the country should be prepared to have their
equipment scanned."

--*Laptop carriers will have little choice but to submit to
--*the demands of Customs officials. People refusing to open
--*files or divulge keys will be subject to a court order.
--*Refusal to obey the order would constitute contempt of
--*court - an offence that can result in imprisonment.

Unlike cases involving body searches, Customs officers are
not required to establish grounds for "reasonable
suspicion" before conducting a computer search.

The Home Office has not issued specific guidelines on the
practice, leaving Customs officers free to take copies of
disk scans. This has alarmed business leaders, who have
raised concerns that sensitive commercial data and PGP
security keys could be compromised.

Customs and Excise refused to disclose the nature of their
equipment, saying that the matter constituted "operational
security". The spokesman did confirm, however, that the
department used "a large variety of equipment".

However, Peter Sommer, a visiting fellow in the Computer
Security Research Centre of the London School of Economics,
said he believed Customs and Excise may be using disk
imaging equipment such as DIBS and Flight Server which
takes a complete copy of a hard-disk - not only the visible
files but hidden material including previously deleted
material.

"Once they have a copy to work on a simple directory
search will identify graphics files and quite often the
name of the file is indicative of content." Sommer believes
this information would be enough for a preliminary "pull"
requiring little skill.

The chairman of the CBI Information Security Panel, Chris
Sundt, said there was a fundamental difference between
physical searches, and searches of electronic data on
computers. He said guidelines should be developed to ensure
adequate protection of security and personal privacy. 

----------------------------------------------------------



The Telegraph (UK)
----------------------------------------------------------

Tuesday _25 August_ 1998

_'Safe houses' to foil paedophiles_
 
A NETWORK of "safe houses" for children is to be set up in
a village to which a convicted paedophile is returning
after a jail sentence.

Rhys Hughes, 65, is to going back to his home in Sonning
Common, near Reading, Berks, early next month after serving
six years of a 10-year term for molesting nine children,
one of whom still lives in the village.

Hughes has avoided compulsory restrictions on his movement
because he was sentenced before the 1991 Criminal Justice
Act became law. The retired gardener refused to accept
treatment while in prison and insists that he will come
back to live at the former council house he owns in the
village after his release from jail in two weeks.

The prospect of his return has forced police and probation
officers to adopt a measure never before seen in Britain.
Thames Valley Police is joining with social services
departments to vet home-owners for a series of refuges for
children fearing attack. Each home will be marked out by
Neighbourhood Watch-style stickers in the windows.

However, angry parents in the village and child protection
agencies are worried that the refuge network could be open
to abuse. One mother, who did not wish to be named, said:
"People like this will stop at nothing. The only way to be
sure your child is safe is to keep them indoors."

A spokesman for the NSPCC said: "This is something we
would be cautious about. We would want to see that all
participants are very strictly assessed. Paedophiles are
often very clever individuals and the possibility of these
stickers being copied as means of luring victims to their
homes should not be discounted."

----------------------------------------------------------



The Scotsman, August 98:
----------------------------------------------------------

PREDATORY paedophiles who stalk children's playgrounds

  [ How's that for a scary intro! ]

could in future be identified and intercepted by the use of
electronic tags. 

According to the Scottish company that makes the tags,
technology already exists to allow the installation of
receivers and transmitters in playgrounds. 

These would provide an electronic field up to 180 metres in
diameter around any place where children were playing. 

   [ So they havn't read the literature on the influnce
     of low-level electro-magnetic fields on the 
     development of cancers, then ?  You can bet the 
     education authority's insurers will have done so, 
     especially following the research on brain tumours 
     and mobile phone use.  See the "mobile phones for 
     tots" story below... ]

Sex offenders would wear an electronic tag equipped with an
alarm, which would be activated should the offender enter
the field. The alarm signal would be relayed to a central
control room enabling the location of the individual to be
pinpointed. 

Use of the technology would allow officials with portable
tag detectors to patrol known danger areas to locate and
identify tagged sex offenders who were breaking their
curfew or congregating near banned areas.

Iain Johnston, the regional manager of the European branch
of General Security Services Corporation (GSSC), a US
company, was speaking about the future of tagging
technology on the day that a pilot study on tag-enforced
curfews started in Scotland.

   [ What's the betting that this is a technology which
     might also be used to police children, now that 
     the 9pm child curfew is law in Scotland ? ]

The curfews are based on the idea of using an ankle or
wrist tag to restrict offenders to within a narrow field
around their home, said Mr Johnston. In the US, the
technology is already being used to prevent offenders
entering certain areas.

"The technology has a lot of possibilities," said Mr
Johnston. "It is possible within the law of Scotland just
now for me to put a receiver in someone's house and to tag
an individual who has offended against that person.

A spokesman for the Scottish Office confirmed that tags
could be imposed by sheriffs to keep people out of areas as
well as ensuring offenders stayed in their homes.

However, the spokesman added that using tags to ban
paedophiles from school playgrounds was unlikely at
present, as it would prove too expensive.

The pilot schemes will run at the sheriff courts in
Aberdeen, Peterhead and Hamilton.  Geografix, a Norwich
company, will implement and run the tagging pilots in
Aberdeen and Peterhead.  

-----------------------------------------------------------



Snippets from a widely syndicated AP story:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Cybersleuth cop attracts pedophiles to his Web
 
August 17, 1998

KEENE, New Hampshire (AP) -- Off-line, James McLaughlin is
a policeman, a husband and a father. Online, he is a
15-year-old boy looking for sex with men. 

Detective McLaughlin's job is standard police work, with
one exception: He hunts pedophiles via the Internet. And
he's good at it. 

Fewer than 50 law enforcement officers in the country track
pedophiles full-time by computer. McLaughlin may soon join
them. 

But even as a part-time cybersleuth, his doggedness has led
to 75 arrests since 1996, some of visitors from as far away
as Norway who troll the Internet trading child pornography
or looking for sex with children. 

<snip>

That's also when McLaughlin became aware of an article
published by the North American Man/Boy Love Association,
an organization based in New York that advocates sex
between men and boys, that gave instructions for using the
Internet to find young partners. 

   [ Libel against NAMBLA ? ]

<snip>

Ten percent of McLaughlin's arrests involve suspects with
prior convictions for molestation or child pornography.
Fifty percent had ready access to children. 

And they aren't dirty old men, McLaughlin says. Many are
married; most are techno-savvy. A significant number -- 28
percent -- are still in college or high school. 

   [ So around _a third_ of his contacts are vulnerable gay 
     teenagers who are just trying to meet other gay teens 
     online!  His stings just reek of homophobia. ]

Last month McLaughlin arrested Daniel Stage, of Germantown, 
Tennessee, who sent him pictures of boys having sex.  
Consequences can be severe. Stage, at 15 a minor himself, 
is charged with aggravated sexual exploitation of a minor.  
If tried and convicted as an adult, he could face twice 
that many years in jail and fines to $25,000. 

<snip>

The Associated Press
------------------------------------------------------------- 



August 23rd 1998  Daily Telegraph (UK)
------------------------------------------------------------

_Baby, it's for you - mobile phones for tots_

by Jonathan Leake and Trushar Barot
  
IT'S good to gurgle. A new range of mobile phones is
being aimed at children as young as three. The devices
could be embedded in teddy bears or other cuddly toys,
allowing children to hug them while they talk to their
absent parents.

Ericsson, the Swedish mobile-phone manufacturer, says its
phones,, will bring families closer together by allowing
parents to keep in touch with youngsters who may be far
away with a child minder or nursery. It says parents could
even programme the phones so they could spy on their 
youngsters playing.

The firm admits, however, that commercial considerations
are important. Bo Albertson, Ericsson's head of marketing,
said creating brand loyalty was a key aim: "Our research on
children shows that if we build a commercial relationship
with them from a very young age, many will remain loyal to
us as they grow up."

Some child psychologists are cynical. They say that mobile
phones will be a poor substitute for real parenting and
warn that many toddlers could become disturbed and confused
if their parents regularly talk to them via a teddy bear.
Others warn that the phones will turn into an instant
nursery status symbol, provoking jealousy among those whose
parents refuse to buy them.

Ericsson, aware of such fears, has also designed a line of
more ordinary phones. The cheapest is likely to be a small
box the size of a credit card that would hang from a string
around a toddler's neck so it could be concealed by
clothing when not in use.

The simple appearance of the devices belies the technology
needed to make them usable by toddlers.

On one version the keypad controls would be replaced by
voice-activated software, allowing a child simply to tell
the phone what to do. By saying the words "Ring Daddy", the
youngster could be instantly put through to the parent's
home or office.

A more traditional model would retain a conventional
keypad, but with just three or four buttons, each with a
single number programmed onto it by parents. The buttons
could have words such as "Mummy", "Daddy", or "Home" on
them. On phones aimed at very young children, the buttons
would have small photographs of their respective parents. 
All the phones will have global positioning systems
incorporated into them, enabling parents to locate their
youngsters to within a few metres - a facility that, says
Ericsson, could help save lives. A spokesman said: "A
worried parent could simply call an operator to find out
where their child has got to."

Research has shown that many parents could be put off
buying phones for toddlers by the cost of calls.
Mobile-phone service providers have, however, already
discussed introducing cut-price "toddler tariffs".

Cellnet, which provides mobile-phone services to about a
third of Britain's 10m users, said it foresaw huge growth
in the youth market: "Mobile phones are invaluable in
helping families stay in touch."

Some scientists, however, worry that the radiation from
mobile phones could cause long-term damage to the growing
brain of a toddler. Henry Lai, professor of bioengineering
at Washington University in Seattle, who is an expert on
microwave radiation, said he was deeply concerned. "Our
research shows mobile-phone radiation can alter the ways
cells divide. Experiments also show that exposure to
radiation can reduce learning ability," he said.

Child psychologists raise different fears. Sebastian
Kraemer, a consultant at London's Tavistock Clinic, said
mothering by mobile would damage children. "This is just
virtual parenting. What sort of conversation could they
have? A phone is no replacement for a parent being there to
smile at you, hug you and encourage you.  Eighty percent
of information in a conversation comes from our body
language, not the words we speak."

-------------------------------------------------------------



_Cyber Rights: Defending Free Speech in the Digital Age_
By Mike Godwin, Times Books, $27.50
--------------------------------------------------------------------
Reviewed by Harry Thomas

Once the private playground of academia and computer geeks,
the Internet is now routinely accessed by millions of
people around the world every day. It has given anyone who
logs on a uniquely public platform in which to air
opinions, ideas and grievances for the rest of the world.
And it is that very power that frightens those who believe
we need protection from ourselves.

As legal counsel to the Electronic Frontier Foundation
(EFF), University of Texas law graduate Mike Godwin has
spent several years studying the legal issues surrounding
this newest of communication tools.

And Godwin genuinely fears those who, in the name of terms
such as "decency," "family values," "law enforcement" and
"copyright infringement," would silence this newest
platform.

In "Cyber Rights," Godwin claims that the Internet is the
greatest boon to free speech since the First Amendment.
Since his counsel helped defeat the Internet-restrictive
Communications Decency Act (CDA), he makes a very
persuasive argument for this point of view.

"Cyber Rights" isn't an ACLU-sponsored treatise on the
First Amendment, though. Godwin is honest about what is
right and wrong in the Net community. But he is of the
opinion that given time and freedom to do so, users will
shake it down until perceived problems diminish or
disappear.

Godwin covers several important topics: libel, copyright
infringement, law enforcement, encryption, privacy, sexual
harassment, pornography and freedom of speech. Each topic
is backed by examples from the legal battles Godwin has
participated in.

"Much of what people are told about cyberspace is wrong,
and much of that is also frightening," he says. It is the
fear of this new and free-spirited medium that leads some
to believe it must be controlled; but Godwin calls these
fears overblown and believes we should focus instead on the
possibilities of a brand-new medium in which freedom of
speech is paramount to its survival.

In what he calls "the great Internet sex panic of 1995,"
Godwin says that "the theocratic right is driven by an
irrational fear (a fear that the citizens and Congress
can't be trusted to do the right thing if they're presented
with unvarnished, unmanufactured facts.)"

He takes the religious right, the government and the media
to task for their underwriting of the Martin Rimm study of
online pornography. Backed by anti-porn activists, along
with the Georgetown Law Review and Time magazine, which
published the study without checking closely into the
background of the writer and his methods of gathering data,
this baseless report became the inspiration for the CDA. 

As for the promulgation of cyberporn, Godwin makes the
inspired conclusion that it's not the amount of pornography
on the Internet; it's the spam marketing of that product by 
its distributors through Usenet and e-mail that makes it 
seem so prominent. "You can't really find it unless you go
looking for it," he writes. 

Godwin earnestly believes that the Net is not a threat to
the well-being of the nation -- it's a tool for preserving
and advancing that well-being. But the medium that gives
everyone a voice must also reaffirm our commitment to
pluralism. "A free speech medium is necessary if any of us
is to have the power . . . to defeat bad speech by
answering it with good speech." 

"Cyber Rights" is an extremely important book, one that
anyone who accesses the Internet should read. Those who
support the causes Godwin fights against aren't going to be
happy with it, because he pokes some big holes in their
arguments. But one of the bedrock freedoms we all enjoy is
freedom of speech, and Godwin makes an elegant defense in
its behalf. 

Harry Roberts is an Express-News graphics artist. 

Saturday, Aug 15, 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Misty Vain' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi! This is my first time posting here, so I'd like to introduce 
myself. I'm a 21-year-old student living in [Scandanavia]. As I'm a 
heterosexual girl-lover, sharing most of the opinions of the few 
other recent newcomers (I've subscribed to this list for a few weeks 
now) and the FAQ on the Fresh Petals site, I seem to be quite typical 
one, (?) what comes to my feelings towards little girls. 

I must have known that I am a girl-lover (I'll use that word and not 
pedophile, because it seems to be the 'official' one here) since I 
was about 16 (that is, when I grew older than the girls I was 
attracted to). For certain I know that I had a terrible crush on 
Ariana Richards after I saw her in Jurassic Park, so it must be some
five years ago. 

And even before that (it must be) I remember heaving been thinking 
about my feelings for younger girls before going to sleep and 
wondering if there could be a phenomenon like homosexuality, but 
you'd love children. And hoping that I'd grow out of it some day. 
But of course I didn't and it wasn't until recently (or so it seems 
to me, I find it hard to imagine the time before I got to the 
internet about two years ago) that there surely was a phenomenon 
like that and I really wasn't the only one.

And now to my experiences this far with girls. There really are not 
much of them, actually they are closer to none. I am quite shy with 
people when I'm face to face with them, I feel like my brain almost 
stops working, which makes it quite difficult to talk (but writing 
seems to be easier, though). Therefore, one of the most memorable 
moments last summer (I had a summer job gardening) was when a bunch 
of 5-7 year old kids saw and started talking to me, a boy wanted to 
help push the lawn-mower (I was finishing for the day), and there was 
this adorable about 6-year-old girl (whom I certainly had noticed 
before) among them. And the next day, she said hello to me! I was in 
heaven for the rest of the day (does it sound silly that one word 
could make someone so happy?). But sadly, it was the last day I was 
working and I haven't seen her since.:-(

Even if I find it might be easier talking to children, there's a 
problem with anyone I know seeing me (as I haven't told anyone and I
think no-one even suspects me) and finding out about me. That might
sound paranoid, but I hardly will be found chatting with strangers...
I'm not even sure if I should be seeking more contact with girls,
because I'm afraid that chatting and playing may prove not to
be enough.

About the future? I have no idea what I want to do in the future. 
Marrying a woman seems to be quite loathsome and having children 
would put me in very difficult situation. However tempting it was to 
have children of your own, it would make a horrible situation...

Thanks for reading and letting me pour my heart out...

'Misty Vain'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



Andre's movielist for the Netherlands and surroundings:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

<dated stuff snipped, sorry for the delay!>

Wednesday, 23.05, Veronica: Heavenly creatures (New Zealand/Germany, 1994)
 - Melanie Lynskey (16c15), Kate Winslet (18c15)

Two 15 year old girls share a fantasy world, and more and more are
estranged from their families. Their families try to separate them,
to which they react with murder. Based on a true stories from 1950s
New Zealand.

Friday, 23.25, RTL4: Poltergeist III (USA, 1988) - Heather O'Rourke (12)

Once again Reverend Kane and his followers are after poor Carol Anne.
Heather died short after the shooting of this films due to a
misdiagnosed intestinal stenosis.

Friday, 1.20, ZDF: God bless the child (USA, 1988) - Grace Johnston (c7)

A single mother loses her job, and tries to survive together with her
daughter.

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Isabel' wrote:
>Man, you have to be careful and not get involved with 
>the kids of some bigot, or you're dead!

This has been a difficult lesson to learn. I wish children
were not so manipulated by their parents but this is reality
now. My losses have only been by both the bigotry and my poor 
handling of parents.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>Something interesting...
>...the love Valery gave her felt so good she didn't want to let go 
>of it -- even though someone else might think it was inappropriate. 

Yes, very interesting. It looks like your mom has been
allowing Valery to stay around her too. She could have chased
her away or simply ignored her. Has your mother been treating
you any different since Valery?

--

'Cipolin' wrote:
>Note - it's not what you do but how you describe it that get's up 
>my goat. You're talking to other self-defined girl-lovers /
>paedophiles: you don't have to continually justify your behaviour 
>to the group (even if you DO feel the need to do it in real life).

I was telling you all what happened that night and what I said
about it to the teenaged custodian. I was not even attempting
to describe my feelings about touching sleeping children. I have
discussed all that in the past. The situation that night was merely
a close call that could have turned ugly. We all know how beautiful
these girls are when they sleep and sometimes that beauty just
draws me in. The best experience I have in that area is when
G... spends the night. She and my daughter will let me actually
lay down beside them in the morning as they are waking up :-)

--

'Paddington' wrote:
>so my life is now bitter-sweet, mixed from
>guilt, the fears of seeing with open eyes my daughters
>emotional development beeing troubled by me and the
>moments of deep love between her and me. 

Do you really think that your child is being harmed by
thinking about "adult" issues at a young age? I have
always thought that children could handle the truth if
they were told it. You obviously have the opportunity
to tell her the truth.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

The German version of 'Lawn Dogs' was released two weeks ago. I saw it
together with two others.

--

Hi Isabel,

Thank you for your answers. But there are a few things that I do not
identify with. Perhaps the reason might be that I do not really 
consider myself to be a man.

>I enjoy looking at the whole body of a girl, and especially her 
>arms and legs.

That is very near to how I feel. I look at the neck and the face first. 
I think these are the most beautiful parts of a girl's body.

>I've also noticed that most men get sexually aroused by a sight or a touch.

This could be right. Men are usually easier sexually aroused than women. In
my eyes women are the more aesthetic humans - not only because of their
bodies, but their thinking is often more emotional. (This was not easy to 
express in English!)

--

Hi Desire,

>Oh, by the way: Sei Wilkommen, und setzen Sie sich. Ich hoffe Sie
>wuerden Euch hier zu Hause fuehlen. (was that correct?)

Not perfect German, but the intention was. Thanks! :-)

'Simon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Look for the book: "Lolita: The Book of the Film" by Stephen Schiff
(ISBN: 1-55783-354-0)

In this book you have whole screenplay from this new version of
"Lolita" plus there is A LOT of photos from the movie (don't have the
time to count them all). You get 226 pages of "Lolita" for $15.00. 
Not bad.  Enjoy!

'Andrej' 
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'Caxton' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I have been reading the newsletter for a couple of years now without 
contributing & I thought it was about time I did.

I discovered my paedophilic urges when my sister turned 7 & I was 13 - 
she was the most gorgeous girl I had ever seen & our subsequent mutual 
love affair went on until she was 13 when we were discovered having sex 
in her bed. There was a big scandal which was hushed up, but I was thrown 
out of the house. I had to have treatment, but I have never lost my 
sexual attraction to girls of 7 - 13. I love their shape - so different 
from post-pubertal girls. I am very choosy - I like girls who resemble 
my sister as she was at their age. I always imagine us having sex. I was 
always very gentle & tender with my sister & whilst I have never had the 
opportunity with any other girls, I would treat them exactly the same. I 
often wish the law was changed to legalise paedophilia & incest. I 
wonder how many others had their first sexual experiences at the hands 
of a loving older brothher or sister?

I would love to get in touch with other paedophiles for mutual support, 
but how do I do it?

   [ You're here, you're doing it :) ]

'Caxton'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Hum_bert' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all! I wrote earlier about the book Fairyland by, Paul J. McAuley, 
and provided links to Amazon pages about the book. Well I've read it 
now and I do believe it does have interest for girl-lovers. 

Fairyland is a 'cyberpunk' novel. If you're not familiar with that 
genre here is website with a definition and more info about it: 
http://www.cs.helsinki.fi/~tjpasika/cyberpunk/

Also the movie Blade Runner would be a good introduction, and then the 
novels of Philip K. Dick, William Gibson, and Neal Stephenson. 
Stephenson wrote The Diamond Age, which I believe Ianthe reviewed 
on the Fresh Petals in the "Girls in Space" issue. (The Diamond 
Age is a great book as well.)  

Fairyland is similar to the Diamond Age in that it involves 
nanotechnology and the internet extensively, but unlike The Diamond Age 
is only nominally about a young girl. The main character, Alex Sharkey, 
is an unusual hero for this sort of book, in that he is a large man. He 
is continually made fun of and called "fat arse" many times in the book. 
He is a designer of genetically engineered drugs, and a biological 
hacker. His aid is enlisted by a 12 yr old girl named Milena to create a 
method of bringing a genetically engineered race of slaves called only 
"Dolls" into full sentience. 

Alex spends very little time with Milena before she achieves her goal 
and then disappears. The novel then takes a very dark turn as Alex and 
his friends are drawn into the circumstances of the mysterious deaths of 
a number of young girls. Alex does not see Milena again for 12 years, 
but prior to their reunion he meets two young girls who resemble 
her, "His first thought is that its Milena. His second is that she's far 
too young. He has to look twice to be sure, because he was expecting to 
meet his old love at last. But it isn't her. He'd know her anywhere, no 
matter how well she disguised herself, how much she'd changed, or been 
changed."

Its not clear whether or not Alex is a girl-lover. It is suggested that 
Milena has cast a kind of spell, or nanotechnological "glamour" upon 
him. This book is not for the squeamish, nor the faint of heart. If you 
enjoyed The Diamond Age then this would probably be a nice follow up.

'Hum_bert'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'TheSlurp' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello folks,

I hope you all have had good vacations.

I have spent a couple of weeks at the seaside with two
girl-lover friends. These were probably the greatest vacations
I had in years. We hung our tongues out whenever we saw cute
little girls, joked and conforted each other, and played "dares"
such as going to the beach with little girls' panties in our
hands.

I am grateful for the time I spent with them.

--

To 'Desire':

Can I post your translation on my web-site?

Thanks in advance,

'TheSlurp'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'sLeepOVER' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Re: ASGL-L, 22nd August, 1998

'Ianthe' wrote:     

   [ They certainly seem to have the largest collections :)  I
     hear that one UK regional police force has recently 
     arrested one of their own officers, who was supposed to
     be hunting pedo porn, for trading in 'child porn' out of 
     hours. ]

Awww, now ain't that just a shame? <g>  And tell me, why is it, do 
you think, that these guys are so blatantly obvious??  "SEND ME PICS!" 
"LET'S TRADE PICS VIA EMAIL!"  "I HAVE BOYS/GIRLS FOR YOU!"  Hehehe, 
good grief!  Please officer, come look at my hard drive anytime; there's 
not one single pic on it, but while you're doing that, can I have a 
look at yours? ;)

--

'Sanctuary' wrote: 
>It has been over a week and I have spoken to the
>teenager's friend (who is my neighbor) since then and
>nothing seemed out of the ordinary so I am going to
>relax and hold to my story if I *am* asked (which I doubt
>now) I have weathered another storm with this same neighbor 
>girl 2 years ago when the neighbors across the street (now
>gone) spread that rumour about me spying on the children
>through binoculars. What nonsense but my neighbors on
>the other side still believe it. :-(

Might I say, fu*k them, let them think what they want?  From what 
I've read of your posts, you seem to be a very kind and sincere 
person, and not the "peeping-tom" type - though I personally see 
no problem with a little visual enhancement now and then, so long 
as it is from the safety of one's window. <g>

--

'Flickorna wrote: 
>            I feel unhappy about the way this all turned out. 
>I know this could have been prevented if I had been more careful 
>(and lied) and so I am disappointed in myself. But mostly I am 
>disappointed in the way this world neglects caring pedophiles.

Yes, that sucks s*it, no two ways about it. :(  But what the hell can 
we do about it??  For my part, I think all I can do is to make damn 
sure I raise my kids right, and expose them to the truths of this 
world.  I've recently been talking to someone who's helped me out 
allot in this area, giving me some good material to let my kids 
read, for example, the ACLU's recent stance regarding a minor's 
right to see what some may consider to be pornographic material.

   [ Wasn't it the other way around - that adult viewing shouldn't
     be "dumbed down" to a level which censorious adults think
     a child would not find 'upsetting' ? ] 

Education is a key, IMO, and while I'm on that subject, have 
any of you read some of Emma Goldman's work?  What a brilliant 
woman!  Might anyone know of any related material from other, 
like-minded individuals that they would suggest reading?

   [ Search Alta Vista for: "Spunk Press" Emma Goldman
     which should pick up free online copies of her 
     writings. ]

--

'Cipolin' wrote: 'Sanctuary' wrote:
>                                          I told her that I was
>just covering her up and not to worry. I had to say it a couple
>of times for her to relax about it and she reached over herself

I almost commented on this the first time, but when 'Tr'Pakh' 
supported you I feel compelled to write, to add an alternative 
reading.  I don't think you're being totally honest with either 
yourself or this group when you say you were just "tucking 
someone in".  I'm not saying you intended to do anything nasty - 
but don't insult all our intelligences by suggesting that 
your intentions are all totally innocent.  You're a self-defined 
paedophile on a paedophile support list, for god's sake - all this 
coy, euphemistic crap about tucking children in just comes across 
as a lame self justification.  I don't mind if you use this sort 
of language in 'real' life, but you don't have to bring it 
across into this group, surely?  Stop beating around the bush.

Note - it's not what you do but how you describe it that get's up 
my goat. You're talking to other self-defined girl-lovers / 
paedophiles: you don't have to continually justify your behaviour 
to the group (even if you DO feel the need to do it in real life).

OK, so now let me comment.  Cipolin, I find your comments to be 
bigoted and near-sighted, to be kind.  It is that very kind of 
thinking that's at the root of all sexual, stereotypical misgivings.  
Just because one is a ped does NOT mean that one is constantly 
thinking about fu*king any child they can, and I would think you'd 
know that.  I have had, and still occasionally have, sexual thoughts 
about some of my own children, but most of the time, I do not.  
There are many a time I find one of my children "exposed" in their 
beds, and when I go to cover them up, it is not so that I might 
linger on their nudity, but because I love them, and they are cold.  
Does that make any sense to you?  Your comments suggest that you 
might also think that a homosexual man is constantly looking at 
any man's ass they can.  I am embarrassed for you.

--

'Desire' wrote: 
>...I haven'tlooked into boy-lovers's favorites...

I've got a mental list for boy-lover movies about a mile long! 
<g>

My personal faves - for sentimental reasons, not because of 
quality; my realization as a child that I was bisexual was 
from watching these two movies - are "Soup", and "Soup For 
President."  I'm not clear in which movie this happened, 
but in one of them, there's this great scene where Soup 
and his friend are skinny-dipping, and some girls steal 
their clothes.  So you get to see a shot of them running 
nude, and it was quite exhilarating to say the least! :->

--

'Desire' again: 
>                                            The bomb bursts when
>they see her talking to some of her former young friends a few months
>later. She runs away from home, and that's where the booklet ends.

This is sad, but more common than many would believe.  I used to 
moderate two support groups for teens.  They both centered around 
abuse - real abuse - and as different as the particulars were 
among the individual kids, the thread remained the same; all of 
them felt as if they were in a prison, with no hope of freedom.  
Most feel imprisoned for the usual reasons, but one time, I 
made the acquaintance of a mid-teen girl who was truly in-love 
with an early-teen girl.  When the parents on both sides became 
aware of this, they immediately cut off contact between the two 
girls.  The mid-teen girl ran away from home, and I've not heard 
from her since. :(

--

'Eva_Io' wrote: 
>In Australia, there's a new film about to come out soon called "Amy". 
>Alana De Roma is the 8-year-old actress who plays the title role, and 
>she is a quite a discovery! She's a very good actress, an electrifying 
>singer, and hauntingly beautiful, with deep brown eyes that are so 
>expressive and yet so vulnerable. It's well worthwhile keeping this 
>one on your "must-see" film list. If you're not into 8-year-olds, 
>she'll convert you! (The story's good too!)

Thanks for the tip.  I am adding it to my list now, and keep up 
the good work! :)

'sLeepOVER'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Paddington' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

The last weekend was full of frustration and depressive 
moments, every knife seems to grin and to whisper: Hey, you 
coward, I can help you to solve your problems ... - and all
this "only" because I can't be friend with the new mate of
my wife. I don't know, what I feel for my wife, it is not 
the usual love and there is no sexual desire, but loosing
her changes the solid ground under my feets to a morast
where every step can make me sink. And my daughter?

Most of the last nights she was in my bed, having the wish
to be caressed and massaged (in non-sexual meaning) and to
sleep near me. As my wife told me after her holiday-trip 
with our daughter she seems to love me more than her mother -
so a reason more for me not to leave her.

Uhh,... much pity for myself ... (don't want to ask my wife
for her feelings :/ )

--

Other things:

As I've seen there is a bunch of new VCR's in our superstore
with "NTSC-Playback over PAL" (prices starting from 150$), 
so www.reel.com or www.spree.com or whoever you like can now 
sell their classical videos also to Europe. Now, maybe this
is a  Christmas-gift for myself. 

--

From the holidays with my kid:

We have had a stay on a horse ranch for eight days, so the
greatest wish of my daughter was fullfilled - horseriding
with real horses ... Every morning after breakfast she was
running to groom one of the mares, to clean hoofs and manes,
and when the pelts are shining as polished copper my daughter
was happy  - and dirty enough for a shower. And riding !!!
Sit straight! Press your knees together! Hold the reins loose!
Whatever her teacher said - no comment, no objektion - I have
not known that _this_ is possible.

But, the best was that horses and little girls seems to 
live always together - so I have had some little cuties more
to watch. One of the girls just in a period of quickest
growing, so one of this long and thin people who can hide
herself behind a broomstick, and blonde hairs, large brown 
eyes ... not to reach with my camera. 

Now, as school startet again we were able to give our
daughter the opportunity to switch in a horse-riding club
once a week (not too cheap), so at least she may be happy. 

Thanks to all - and be carefully with your friends,

'Paddington'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings Everyone! It is with sad heart that this will be my last
post for awhile, and that I must depart from the group. I have
struggled with this decision since this past Sunday when a friend
of mine went to make my computer faster and accidentally stumbled
upon some questionable pictoral material on my computer. Rather, he
stumbled upon the folder the material was in, which was named
'preteen'. He also stumbled upon my 'recent documents' which had
some nude pictures of young children. He did NOT see the pictures,
but I am sure he caught a filename or two. I thought I had these
hidden well enough, but I slipped up and now I must go into
'hiding' for a period yet to be determined. Both for my sake and
for the well being of fellow girl and boy lovers I know on the
Internet. I have deleted any and all traces of pictoral material 
of minors, as well as my girl and boylover friends e-mail addresses,
etc, from my computer... in short, anything that would say that I
am a pedophile, is gone off this computer.

It is sad that this action has to be done, because I have met some
very nice fellow pedophiles on-line, but I must protect myself and
my fellow friends. I wish society was different but it isn't, and
sadly, society will always see us as people who only want to molest
and rape kids. That's a damned shame, because I, nor many people I
know on-line, are like that at all.

So, friends, I bid you a sad farewell. I hope to be back on-line
when I feel my actions are no longer being monitored. Ianthe, if
you would be so kind as to remove me from your mailing list, I
would appreciate it very much. Your service to fellow pedophiles is
very much appreciated! Gentlemen, and ladies if there are any, I
wish you all the love and luck in this world. Fight the good fight!

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Florian' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Dear comrades,

It is my wish that prejudice against intergenerational relationships 
cease.  For this to happen, we need to unite and fight our oppressors.  
The only way we can fight properly is to remove all traces of criminal 
(under today's laws) behaviour from our lives: child pornography, 
underage sex, etc.  If we possess these things, it is exactly the excuse 
our oppressors need to put us away, and temporarily put an end to our 
fight.  But without a reason to charge or jail us, the 'law' has no 
power to lock us up, and we can be more vocal in our efforts to receive 
acceptance in society.

I once owned a substantially large collection of child pornography, 
which I felt was the only way I could attain sexual satisfaction.  I now 
know this is not the case.  The more pornography I got, the more 
frustrated I became, because I could never reach the real thing.  And 
the guilt bestowed upon me by society was so great, I was always looking 
over my shoulder, or expecting the police to bust my house, and lock me 
up in prison.  I have now destroyed all evidence of child pornography 
from my life, and I feel so free to express love to girls without the 
fear of feeling dirty, or being arrested.  Sure, I am still a girl lover 
(pedophile), but I cannot be arrested for it.  I could stand up in the 
middle of town and yell, 'I am a pedophile, and I love young girls', and 
there's nothing anyone can do, except reject my beliefs.  The police may 
even search my house, but they won't find a thing.  As long as I do not 
possess child pornography, or have sex with children, I am a free to 
voice my opinions and beliefs.

That is why I ask you, do not seek child pornography.  The more you do 
these things, the longer we will remain outcasts.  We will never build 
up enough support if we are all behind bars.  The biggest reason why 
pedophiles are not outspoken in society, is that they fear arrest and 
the threat of jail.  You cannot be arrested for just voicing an opinion.  
I know it is hard to give up a habit forced upon us by society.  Believe 
me, I know what it is like to have to turn to criminal measures to 
satisfy my lust, but let me say that the freedom to express my feelings 
and beliefs, without fear of arrest, is a far greater feeling.  And in 
the long run, if we band together and fight our oppressors, the 
freedom to make love to our chosen partner will feel even better.

Groups such as the Pedophile Liberation Front, and Danish Pedophile 
Association are growing in support, just like the homosexual movement in 
the 1970's.  But we can't just sit around waiting for something to 
happen.  We 'all' need to make an effort for our sexual orientation to 
be accepted.  Pedophilia is not a disease, it can't be 'cured'.  We are 
born with our feelings, and we need to educate society in order to gain 
acceptance.  But in order for others to accept our sexual preference, 
you must accept that your love for children is normal, and not something 
that is dirty, perverted and wrong.  Homosexuals felt that way before 
their liberation.  But they are now accepted as equals in society.  That 
should be the case for pedophiles.  Join a pedophile association, and 
make a difference in society.  We will be accepted in society, but how 
quickly depends on you.  You can't be arrested for having a sexual 
preference for girls, but you can be arrested for possessing 
pornography, or having sex (of any kind) with girls under the age of 
consent.  Free yourself from the fear of arrest, and a jail sentence.  
Destroy all traces of illegal material, and resist the temptation to 
have underage sex.  Express yourself freely in society, without the 
threat of a raid or going to jail.  Your thoughts are no less valid than 
anyone elses.

If anyone else knows of other legal pedophile groups, please write 
to ASGL and let us all know.  Our fight for freedom and acceptance 
starts with you.

Your friend,

'Florian'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I don't think I've posted this here before, if so, discard. If not, 
I would like to submit this. I have just spent a week with the 9
yr. old girl I have written about here before whom I call "Lo". After 
the special intimacy of this week, this poem I wrote last year is 
even more apropo than ever.

--

oh black-haired child, you are indeed a little sorceress
i have slowly come to love you as i've watched you grow
you've gone from bouncing on my knee,
to stealing kisses from me in the dark-

when will it end, where will it lead, this silent dance or ours?
today you asked me where we'll live; if you should pierce
your ears, and what animals we'll have someday
when "we grow up and marry"

is this a game, some child's play, to lure me 
deeper still, in love with you before the shattering 
of the dream?           

or is it you, yourself, calling from some golden future day
to tell me that it won't be long before you give your 
heart to me?
                        
'Sunstorm'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

I've had a busy weekend, and so haven't been able to write.

School's starting up again for Rachel and Brittany, and I've been
asked by Rachel's parents and Brittany's grandparents to tutor in
math, since they were very pleased with my tutoring services last
school year. *beam*

I'm going to be terribly busy this week too, since I was asked to
attend a [special class] in the martial arts class I attend, and I 
have to administer one in the class I teach.  Sore muscles, here 
I come!

--

Isabel responds to 'Simon':
>'Simon' asked if female peds have different feelings than male ones.
<snip>
>                               However, I have seen recurrent and to me
>striking phenomena when reading the stories in ASGL:  Most if not all of you
>guys get excited when you catch a glimpse of a girl's panties.  Such a sight
>doesn't do anything for me. I enjoy looking at the whole body of a girl, and

Panty views don't do much for me, either, Isabel.  I have a thing for
little girl's torsos, though.  Particular turn-ons for me are: no tan
lines, those cute little nipples, the area between the shoulder blades,
and navels.

>especially her arms and legs. I've also noticed that most men get sexually
>aroused by a sight or a touch. I never do.  The only way for me to get

That, I think, is nothing more than the male physiological response to
(just about any) stimuli associated with sex.  I guess men are just
easier to turn on.

>sexually aroused is to think that I'm making love.  Another difference is that
>most of you enjoy having numerous encounters/ friendships/relationships with
>girls and you easily fall for almost any girl.  I'm very particular; rare are
>the ones that I'm really attracted to.  And I only need one to love and have a
>relationship with (young girl or man, since I'm bisexual).  The others will be
>plain friends, and it's all the same to me if they are girls, women or men, as
>long as they accept me and understand me, since I only see them as friends. 

Actually, when I'm actually engaged in an active relationship, it more
often than not remains monogamous.  My relationship with Rachel, for
example, has been highly fulfilling for both of us, and, with the exception
of her younger boyfriend (who moved away over the summer), has been
monogamous from both sides (although we *both* enjoy looking ... and
wondering what *that* cutie would be like ... :).

>Yet another difference with most men is that I don't enjoy love-making if it's
>not with the one I'm in love with; to me love-making is expressing my love. 

I resemble that remark. I also find myself unable to have sex with 
someone that I'm not in love with.  When I see a beautiful young 
girl, my thoughts are not immediately sexual, but rather about how 
I might get to know her, and become her friend.  If a sexual 
relationship enters into the picture later on, that's fine with me, 
but it's also OK if it doesn't.  I won't stop being someone's 
friend because they won't have sex with me.  I find that both 
morally and ethically wrong.  It just doesn't work that way for me.  
These little people aren't just sex objects to me (the way the child 
abuse industry would have the public believe), but living, breathing,
intelligent people who have thoughts and feelings and desires, just like
the rest of us.  I want to be their friend, and, if they want it, their
lover.

--

'Sanctuary' tells it as it is:
>'TrPakh' wrote:
>>>We'll see how she treats me next time she sees me.
>>
>>I hope this works out for the best, Sanc.
>
>It has been over a week and I have spoken to the
>teenager's friend (who is my neighbor) since then and
>nothing seemed out of the ordinary so I am going to
>relax and hold to my story if I *am* asked (which I doubt
>now) I have weathered another storm with this same neighbor 
>girl 2 years ago when the neighbors across the street (now
>gone) spread that rumour about me spying on the children
>through binoculars. What nonsense but my neighbors on
>the other side still believe it. :-(

I'm glad this seems to be working out for you, Sanc.  Could have
gotten really nasty.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>I have some bad news. I called 6-year-old Anna's mother on the phone 
>about 1 week ago. In spite of what she and Anna's father said about 
>allowing me to continue my friendship with Anna, when I told her that 
>I'd like to see Anna "at some point", she said no.  Spending time 
>together doesn't serve either me or Anna -- she says. :(

Unfortunately, in today's world, we really could not expect things
to turn out differently.

>I did not want to argue with her, because she was telling me all this in 
>an unfriendly, please-don't-bother-me-right-now kind of way. But I think 
>she is wrong. Keeping me away from Anna is probably going to make Anna 
>think of me as someone bad. That isn't fair. For God's sake -- I want Anna 
>to always think of me as her friend -- someone she can trust.

I only wish we lived in a world where children were allowed to feel
that way.

>I love Anna so much. Why can't her mother trust me to spend time with 
>her? I know she needs help with her daughter. Anna's mom is overwhelmed 
>with other things which demand her attention. She is obviously prejudiced
>against me because of my sexual preference. (And she thinks she's 
>open-minded.)

#define sarcasm ON
Of course she's open-minded ... by the *establishment's* definition of
open minded.  Her mind is perfectly open to what the government/church/
scientists tell her to be open to.  Welcome to the wonderful world of
political correctness!
#undef sarcasm

>I feel unhappy about the way this all turned out. I know this could have 
>been prevented if I had been more careful (and lied) and so I am 
>disappointed in myself. But mostly I am disappointed in the way this 
>world neglects caring pedophiles.

That's our "Catch-22".  If we tell the truth, we are vilified for being
child molesters, if we lie we are vilified for lying, and then persecuted
all that much harder.

"Have you seen the fnords?" (That will only mean something to those of
you who have read _The_Illuminatus!_Trilogy_)

>Something interesting...
>
>My mom spent a considerable amount of time with Anna's little friend 
>Valery recently. Valery loves pretty ladies and so it didn't surprise me 
>when I heard she had fallen in love with my mom. She basically followed 
>my mom everywhere demanding affection and attention. My mom told me she 
>asked her if she could suck her tits saying, "I know there must still be 
>milk left in them."
>
>My mom told me she felt like God had caused all this to happen so she 
>could get a better understanding of what I am going through. She said 
>that Valery would say things to her that she wish a man would say to her 
>and that the love Valery gave her felt so good she didn't want to let go 
>of it -- even though someone else might think it was inappropriate. 
>Everyone kept mistaking them for mother and daughter -- she said. :)

There's a good one for the critics!  Here's a non-paedophile being
asked by a child to be sexual ... and finding herself surprised that
she's falling in love with the child!  Talk about a stereotype buster!

--

'PK1' writes:
>Yep, Amazon.com is ok, but also check out www.barnesandnoble.com/ last
>time I checked they had a great selection and the prices (as well as
>shipping speed, and they ship internationaly) seems to be much better. 
>The prob with Amazon.com is they list quite a lot of books that they don't
>really have, and even books that were never really published. Tends to 
>be a pain to order stuff only to be told that they don't have it. B&N 
>has a far better selection anyway IMO.

I, personally, refuse to do business with Barnes and Noble after the
fiasco they participated in earlier this year; the way they just caved
in to those bible thumpers with the one-dimensional minds and simply
removed perfectly legal, beautiful artwork by Sally Mann, Jock Sturges,
and David Hamilton from their shelves without a fight is both tragic
and inexcusable, especially for a company that claims so vehemently to
be promoters and upholders of the first ammendment.

--

'Desire' responded to one of my posts:
>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>> Tonight on the nightly local news, two absolutely stunning young
>> beauties (I'd guess about 3 years old) appeared in a segment about
>> a neighborhood evacuation caused by a gas line leak ... *TOPLESS*!!!
>
>Just to make you jealous: During my holiday in <country> I noticed
>that remarkably many girls, upto 8 years old at least would run 
>around topless, and girls and boys around 3 or so could be found on
>the strand completely naked.

You lucky *#%$%!  I wish I lived where you do! :)  If they tried that
around here, their parents would be immediately jailed for neglect!

--

'?' (I assume it was Pandora) wrote:
>> Also, I think that we are all sexual beings from the moment we are
>> born, but we are denied permission to express it until we are of
>> consenting age (16-18?).  I think this denial and repression of our
>> sexuality for such a long period of time could account for many of our
>> sexual problems.  When we are 16, 17, or 18, we are are only a newborn
>> sexually.  We will have to wait until we are 32-36, to have the same
>> amount of sexual experience as if we had started when we were born.
>
>Well, it's not that bad. In the first place, the number of children
>that really allows that denial and suppression to be complete is
>negligible. It may be forbidden, but that does not mean that it does
>not happen. However sex-repressive our society is, especially to the
>young, they will still be masturbating, fantasizing and playing sexual
>games, and some will have intercourse. Maybe less, certainly more
>secretly, but they do it nevertheless.

Unfortunately, they get the "genitals are dirty parts" and "sex is
wicked" neuroses that accompany the puricanical philosophy, as well
as the "men go on top, women go on the bottom" attitude.  I have to
agree with "?" on this one:  our society's repressive ways severely
and permanently damage most young people's sexuality.

>In the name of 'protection from sexual abuse' children's sexuality is
>suppressed and denied. I think the best protection against abuse is
>rather the converse: Teach them about their body, allow them to learn
>how it feels, what they want and what they don't want, and tell them
>that it's their choice, and theirs alone, what happens to it.

Here we are in complete agreement, Desire.

>>From a book about childhood sexuality I'm just reading:
>
>"It also appears that children who have been sexually educated in a
> positive way are more defensible against sexual abuse. Those children
> will also talk with their parents or another trusted person faster
> when they come in situations of (almost) abuse."

Absolutely true, because in learning to understand their sexuality,
they learn not to fear it.

>But, no, [society still says] let's not educate the children, and let's 
>not allow them to be sexual. They might even find their own way in 
>_sexuality_! And we all know there is only one correct way, and that 
>is _not having sex_. [ironical]

Of course!  If the children found their own way in sexuality, where
else might they find their own way?!?  The only way for the status
quo to maintain it's control, is to maintain the ignorance of those
it controls!

>'Simon' wrote:
>Oh, by the way: Sei Wilkommen, und setzen Sie sich. Ich hoffe Sie
>wuerden Euch hier zu Hause fuehlen. (was that correct?)

Close, Desire, very close.  The technically correct version would
read:

        "Sein Sie wilkommen, und setzen Sie sich.  Ich hoffe dass
        Sie sich hier zu Hause fuehlen."

if you wish to address the person formally, or, for the more familiar
addressing mode:

        "Sei wilkommen, setz Dich.  Ich hoffe dass Du dich hier zu
        Hause fuehlst."

Well, enough of German 101 ... :)

--

'Desire' responds to himself here:
>> Another interesting booklet is the diary of a 16 year old girl 
>> who starts to realize that she's a girl-lover.
>
>Ianthe reacted:
>>    [ That sounds cool!  Does she have a crush on preteens, 
>>      or on other 15/16 year olds ?  If preteens, could you 
>>      post it here ? ]

Thank you very much for posting those extracts, Desire!  That girl's
words mirror much of what I felt growing up, between my realization
of my paedophilia, and my acceptance of myself.  I, too, wanted to
shout out to the world "I'm a teenager who loves and desires younger
children!", but quickly realized just how much hurt that would do not
only me, but my family and the young ones I love since, in our society,
the children get punished harder for allowing themselves to be touched
than the "abuser" gets for doing the touching ... I would not want to
inflict all those years of psychotherapy (or, as I prefer to call it,
"psychosis-therapy") on anyone.

>(10): In Dutch it said 'eigenlijk', I could not find any good
>      translation. The dictionary gives 'properly speaking, really,
>      basically, in point of fact'.

Hmm.  "Eigenlijk" seems to be the Dutch equivalent of the German
"eigentlich", for which the best English translation would be, I
think, "actually".

>   [ Cool, thanks very much for the work of typing this out!  I would
>     love to read the whole booklet/diary! ]

Hear, hear!

--

That's all for now, be well all!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'GL7' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings at long last from GL7:

Hi People!  Today I found some love letters from Kim when she was
only six and a letter I sent to my sister around the same time. I was
confused by Kim's advances and was trying to get advice.
(Of course, Kim didn't call me GL7.)

"Dear GL7,  You are a handsome man. You are a cute man and I love
you. I know thet [sic] I am not your daughter.  From Kim"

Below her writing is an elaborate drawing with stars in the sky,
white clouds, the sun with a big happy face, a beautifuly drawn picture
of her own smiling face with details not normally seen in the drawings
of a six-year old, a heart, a drawing of her body with emphasis on her
overdrawn "woman-like" breasts and hairless little-girl vulva, and then
separately drawn women's breasts and a little girl's vulva. Underneath,
she writes, "I Love You."

(Next letter from Kim)  "Hey GL7, I know that we had sex. It was
fun. I know that you are tred [sic] and the TV is off. I know that you
do not won't [sic] to go fishing now. It is a nice day. I hope it will
be a good day tomoreo [sic]. I hope. From Kim to GL7."

Letter to my sister:  Dear _____, I was going to mention a cute
thing over the phone, but I had a strong feeling not to mention it on
the phone - possibly because someone might overhear me and get the wrong
impression - possibly the father of Kim, a six year old girl who has a
romantic crush on me. I'm taking the whole thing in stride, but she is
very serious about the whole thing. (The last girl who acted something
like this was a four year old on a Trailways bus who would have sexually
'attacked' me in public if I had let her. She kept trying to get me to look 
at her slip and panties and asked to see my body.) Kim and I have 
everything in common. She has the I.Q. of a nine year old.  She wants to 
sleep with me (literally, not in today's figurative sense). She asked if I 
had any lipstick for her to put on (to make herself more attractive to me). 
I tried to play Disney Sing-a-longs for her, but she wasn't interested.
She wanted to go to bed with me instead. She wanted me to kiss her on
the lips "like adults do." She found a stack of old Playboy magazines in
my bedroom and went thru them - telling me which naked woman she wanted
to look like when she's older and urged me to lock my bedroom door. (I
refused to latch the door.) Kim said, "I'm a little attracted to naked
'womans'." and used the word "sexy" to describe one woman. She wanted to
see some pictures of naked men. {NOTE: I then showed Kim pictures of
naked men, innocent nudist pictures, but I didn't tell my sister. Kim
loved them. Kim also asked a 14-year old boy for sex when she was six.
He refused. She also played "doctor" with a seven year old who didn't
even get an [erection].} She wanted me to lie on top of her and roll
around on the bed with her. She said she was nervous about our
relationship and was disappointed when her dad said it was time to go
home. I don't know exactly what type of feelings a six-year old girl
might have for the opposite sex, but it seems to be something in the
romantic category. There's no indication to me that it's anything
sexual, but sometimes I wonder. She's entirely oblivious to the half
century age difference. What should I do? Should I let the whole thing
run its course or hurt her feelings by not going along with her desire
for close physical contact? I have no problem innocently romping with
her on the bed, but what would her parents think if they walked in the
room? Love, 'GL7'.

Back live: Well, actually I understated what I told my sister and
was not completely forthcoming. When I wrote it, I had already been on
top of Kim in bed, but we did nothing sexual at that point even though I
wanted to with all my heart and I know that I could have done anything I
pleased with her sexually, but I was afraid to. I did give her a long
passionate kiss on the lips while laying on her (both fully clothed).
She commented on how warm my body felt and remarked, "That's how adults
kiss." From that point on, we literally courted. I knew what she wanted
and finally when she wanted to go to the bathroom, I went with her (a
risky thing with her parents in the house). When she peed for me, I told
her I couldn't see anything, so when she was finished, she stood up and
I got an eye full. I was extremely nervous and knew that I had to act
very quickly. I had to choose whether to open up her vulva or give her
oral sex. I had not had the opportunity for a half century, only in my
dreams. So I got on my knees and grabbed both cheeks of her cute bottom
and pulled her to my face and sensually licked her vulva lips from
bottom to top. I was scared to death because she might tell, but she
never did and her parents never walked in on us. Later on I asked Kim if
she enjoyed it and she smiled and had a dreamy look on her face and told
me it was "great" and felt even more wonderful than when she "rubbed"
herself. She was unfamiliar with the word "masturbation," but told me
how she discovered it by trying to have sex with a stuffed animal and
then did it about thirteen times each night before falling asleep, being
careful not to let her mother see her doing it. Later on she asked me
for a life-sized Barbie doll so she could have sex with it. At first Kim
never thought that having sex with me was wrong, but she was quite aware
that she would be in very serious trouble and would be punished severely
if her mom or dad ever found out. I never told her that I would be in
any trouble at all. Many months later, after almost a year of
unrestrained sexual activity between the two of us, she started to
believe that God would disapprove of what she was doing and that Santa
Claus would not bring her any presents if she continued. 

So one day when she was on my lap and we were watching the screen and I 
slid my hand under her panties and started masturbating her as was part 
of our routine, she simply said, "I don't want to do that any more." 
Actually, I was not getting the same thrill by doing it that I was 
getting at first. It was getting to be old hat. I still enjoyed it a 
little, but didn't mind stopping the practice. It may sound strange, but
by then I preferred kissing her on the lips, which were the softest, sweetest 
lips I have ever kissed. When I ran my tongue along the groove of her lips,
she returned the favor. On a scale of one to ten, she was at least a
twelve and I would give adult women about a two or a one. There's
absolutely no comparison. Wrapping my naked body around her naked body
can not be compared with any other experience I have ever known,
although Kim wanted to have full blown intercourse at the age of seven.
I literally had to show her that my private part was too big to fit into
her little hole. Some devil de-flowered her when she was two and beat
her with his fists, so there was no hymen.  I remember the day when Kim
told me that she got her finger the whole way into her [vagina]. By then
she was older and was getting shy and was hesitant to tell me. (Contrast
that with when she was six and would lay down on her back on the floor
in the living room, pull up her dress, put both hands on her panties -
ready to pull them down, and literally BEG me to lay on top of her and
have sex with her, as her mother was in the next room with no door in
between!) Kim didn't even know the proper names for male and female body
parts, and one day someone mentioned the word "penis" to her and she
excitedly told me that she had a penis. I tried to set her straight but
had trouble naming her cute little body parts. I said they are called
"genitals."  Then I realized that men also have genitals. Then I said
that she has a "vagina," but that's not what one normally sees when
looking at a naked ittle girl. I think I said one could call them
"private parts" but men also have private parts and maybe breasts are
considered to be private parts. I should have said, "That's your vulva,"
but didn't think of it at the time.

Kim's nine now and it's tearing both of us apart that we're not
allowed to communicate. I was told that she cries because she can't see
me. I don't cry but I think of her continually thruout each day. I'm
still in love with her and will always be in love with KIm. 

'GL7'
------------------------------------------------------------
  

ends
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Sunday press&web cuttings round-up:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

* Brooke Shields' Naked Past
* Lolita lyrics
* UK: Blunkett lays down bedtime law for children
* UK: Privacy is our next growth industry
* UK: More on UK Customs and laptops
* UK: New anti-terrorist law will trap paedophiles
* UK: Sex offence tutors beat blacklist
* UK: Vetting move on abuse in schools
* South Africa: 'Taxi queen' schoolgirl sex
* USA: Grand jury probe targets encryption posted on Net
* USA: Naturism and the law - conference, Florida, Oct 98.



_Brooke Shields' Naked Past_ 
-----------------------------------------------------------------

by Joal Ryan

August 27, 1998, 8:40 a.m. PT 

Actress/model/Princeton graduate Brooke Shields was no
average kid. Obviously. 

To go on display at a Manhattan art gallery, starting
September 11: Nude pictures of Shields...*at age 10*. 
"They are more beautiful today than when I took them,"
photographer Garry Gross tells the *New York Post*. 
The publicist's office for Shields, now 33, said the
*Suddenly Susan* TV star had no comment. 

According to today's *Post*, Gross snapped the photos in
1975. 

The deal was on the up-and-up, the paper says. Gross hired
Shields through the Ford modeling agency, Shields'
legendary stage mom, Teri, signed the photo release, Gross
paid Shields $450, Shields posed naked in a bathtub. 

Starting in 1981, when Shields was 16 (and a
billboard-famous jeans-wearer for Calvin Klein), Brooke and
her mom waged a legal battle against Gross to regain
control of the photos. 

Gross eventually won the case and the photo rights. For a
while, he sold the prints through an ad in *Penthouse*
magazine, the *Post* reports. 

Gross says he hopes Shields isn't still steamed by the
bathtub pics. 

"I like to think she has a more mature attitude," he says,
in the paper. 

Shields' precocious childhood always pushed borders--from
starring in the whorehouse drama *Pretty Baby* at age 13 to
frolicking in fig leaves in *The Blue Lagoon* at 15.
Perhaps her most indelible TV moment came when she
announced to the world that nothing came between her and
her Calvins. 

As for the prepubescent nude pics, American Fine Arts
Gallery director Christine Tsvetanov says there's nothing
shameful there. 

"They're very tasteful," Tsvetanov says in the *Post*.
"This is art." 

--------------------------------------------------------------



Rough BabelFish translations of poems/lyrics found on the web:
--------------------------------------------------------------

1.

 --===Song: Lolita (Trop Jeune Pour Aimer)===--

_TRACKS:_
 Incognito
 _Lolita (Too much Young To like)_
 One Crosses Mirroir
 Parout I See You
 Days Of Fever
 Initially, It is What the Love
 Delivre Me
 Like A Cold Heart
   
Lolita (Too much Young To like)

 WAV Song Clip [ 682k ]
 Audio Real Song Clip
 
You say that I am too young
 To live with a man
 Me I say to you
 I of insane, I of insane
 I coils you
 
If you do not want to take
 Love that I give you
 I could return to you insane, to make insane
 Until the end
 
Lolita is not too young to like
 Is not too young to be given
 When the desire devours its body
 Until the end of its fingers
 Too young to never like
 Too young to be never given
 But you are unaware of the fire which sleeps
 At the bottom of me
 
All these nights that I passed
 To only cherish you
 Is needed that you to me returns them, return them to me
 With one
 
All these nights all alone in the black 
Of my room
 With reverence that you come to take to me
 Will still make me you wait days, months
 
If you do not come, this ruffle another
 If it is not you, this ruffle your fault
 If I regret all my life
 My first night of love
 
Too much young to like
 What Ca wants to say
 Lolita answers I of insane, I of insane
 I coils you

 Track Time: 4:21
 Written By: Luc Plamondon
 Music By: Daniel Lavoie
 Published By: Mondon, Music January, Lilbec
 
 1998 Sony Music Canada.

--

2.

                   -===Lolito-Lolita===-
            
                  Where go you boy or girl
                        Lolito-Lolita
                  Where go you boy or girl 
                    In this world there
                    In this large pyramid
                   Where most do not have
             Of other choice that this life of 
                     Misery and of fear
                              
                  Damned are all in bottom
                        Lolito-Lolita
                  Damned are all in bottom
                   Two human out of three
          Without shelter without bread without joy
                  The pyramid crushes them
           For ten thousand years I have believed
                           Lolita
                              
                 Then comes the proletariat
                        Lolito-Lolita
                   Million the small arms
                     An army of convicts
                Betrayed by the trade unions
               Scorned by the middle-class men
              And which always goes to the step
                           Lolita
                              
                  Higher come the soldiers
                        Lolito-Lolita
                  Higher come the soldiers
                   They will shoot at you
                    To protect the State
                    The property, the law
             They will pietinneront your rights
                           Lolita
                              
               Fewer in spite of their weight
                        Lolito-Lolita
                  Come priests and prelates
                  They will request for you
             They will say to you: "Firm there,
               Work, consume and conceal yourself,
              And heaven will belong to you"
                           Lolita
                              
               At the top there are the kings
                        Lolito-Lolita
               At the top there are the kings
                      Who reign on you
                      They decided laws
                Who make that you will remain
                    Always all in bottom
              Their puritains they is the medias
                              
                     Reverse the pyramid
                        Lolito-Lolita
                     Reverse the pyramid
                   Put the head in bottom
                  But you will not be freer
                    When the people reign
                Y' will always have Bastilles
                    To make fall, Lolita
            The men between them are quite worse
                         How rats!!!

-----------------------------------------------------------------


   
UK: August 30 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------------

_Blunkett lays down bedtime law for children_

PARENTS of primary school pupils will be told to send
them to bed on time and ensure they have up to 12 hours'
sleep under binding contracts that schools will be 
required to draw up with families.

Schools are to be instructed by David Blunkett, the
education secretary, to make agreements with parents
setting basic rules on behaviour, time-keeping and
homework.

Critics say attempts to dictate bedtimes amount to a
"nannyish" intrusion into family life and will weaken the
authority of parents.

David Hart, general secretary of the National Association
of Head Teachers, said: "I am very concerned about
documents that give the impression that the state knows
best. This is a classic case of where the nanny state
should not be interfering and needs to be rolled back. 
"Frankly, it is not the job of the state and it is
certainly not the job of the school to tell parents when to
put their children to bed. We can't keep telling parents
what to do."

The move is part of a wider assault by ministers on poor
parenting and delinquency. Elsewhere in government, Jack
Straw, the home secretary, has introduced powers for local
authorities to impose curfews on children and is establishing 
parenting classes.

The plans are spelt out in guidelines to be issued to
schools within weeks. Some schools, which have already
introduced such contracts, re-inforce them with
disciplinary action against pupils who breach the
agreement. Parents can also face court fines or orders 
forcing them to escort pupils to school.

-----------------------------------------------------------------


Sunday Times (London), 30th August 98:
-----------------------------------------------------------------


_Privacy is our next growth industry_

  Is privacy dying? Are we losing our grip on that realm
apart where we could put our feet up secluded from the gaze
of others? True, privacy has had its obituaries written
before. Marx and Engels in The Communist Manifesto
prophesied that global capitalism would tear aside
everything that offered the ordinary family shelter in a
heartless world. And in Nineteen Eighty-four, nothing sends
more of a chill down the spine than the slogan "Big Brother
is watching you".

New technology has often been cast as the hired assassin of
privacy. Nowhere is safe, nowhere is secret. The spy plane
can tell the pattern on your tie from 20,000ft. The x-ray
can tell what you had for breakfast. Archeologists can tell
what you had for breakfast if you lived in the Stone Age.
Wherever you run, you can't escape from your DNA, as Bill
Clinton is discovering. As for talking on the mobile phone,
Prince Charles and Diana, Princess of Wales might just as
well have gone down Fleet Street bawling their intimate
messages on a loudspeaker. Never have people talked more
about their "personal space". Never, it seems, have they
possessed less of it. Yet the latest threats to privacy
come, it is said, not from electronic invasion but from
ourselves. We are not so much the victims of technological
developments beyond our control as willing co-conspirators
in the extinction of privacy.

<snip Clinton stuff>          And now to make the path
easier along comes Lord Irvine's incorporation of the
European convention on human rights into English and
Scottish law. For the one important right that the
convention imports into both codes is a right to privacy. 
Newspapers don't much like the prospect. They will have to
guess which stories a jury will accept as being in the
public interest and which it will dismiss as vile
intrusion. But something of the sort was bound to come
sooner or later, because privacy is such a desperately
important ingredient of a tolerable life.

Unfortunately, it is also an ingredient we have taken for
granted, so that when it seems to be under threat we aren't
very good at expressing why it is so important. Professor
Nagel has a pretty good shot at it. "Just as social life
would be impossible if we expressed all our lustful,
aggressive, greedy, anxious or self-obsessed feelings in
ordinary public encounters, so would inner life be
impossible if we tried to become wholly persons whose
thoughts, feelings and private behaviour could be safely
exposed to public view."

The boundary between public and private is a shifting one.
In intimate relationships the self is most exposed, Nagel
argues, but even between spouses or lovers there are
limits. It is never easy to agree what those limits are or
ought to be. In private life just as in public, there are
the usual sticky choices between candour and kindness,
between self-expression and self-restraint. Yet some people
talk and act as if there were no such conflicts - as if
being entirely frank was always a recipe for happiness. 

Is open government the be-all-and-end-all of politics? What
then becomes of my embarrassing dealings with H M Customs,
or my acrimonious correspondence with the Inland Revenue?
Ought there to be a right of access to one's medical and
educational files? If so, will those files then become so
expurgated as to be useless? Should the police be entitled
to keep on file a sample of every citizen's DNA? Are
identity cards an intrusion or a convenience? Such
arguments have scarcely begun, but finding where to draw a
reasonable line between the public and the private might
contribute quite a lot to that "country at ease with
itself".

Far from being on its last legs privacy may be the growth
industry of the 21st century. Our leylandii hedges grow
higher, our burglar alarms and security codes and computer
passwords and anti-hacker devices more elaborate. In all
sorts of ways, we spend a fair bit of time attempting to
shore up our privacy. And any political party that knows
what's good for it will pay attention to that aspiration.
After all, as Robert Frost pointed out, good fences make
good neighbours. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------



The Daily Telegraph's version of the "UK HM Customs snoops on
laptops" story...
-----------------------------------------------------------------

How your civil liberties are trampled on by computer illiterate 
staff. By Kenneth Neil Cukier 

SOME DAYS it's a bad hair day, other days you see the suite
of Western values since the Enlightenment quashed in an
instant by a single, soulless, civil servant. Here's what
happened Friday before last when I arrived in London from
Paris on the Eurostar. 

As I walked through UK immigration, two guys pulled me
aside, flashed badges and said: "UK Customs. Come with us."
They walked me behind a wall where they handed me off to
one of a fleet of waiting agents. 

A customs officer told me to lay my computer bag on the
table, and inspected my ticket and passport. After learning
I was a reporter, she demanded to see my press card (issued
by the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs), and asked about
where I was going in London, why, and for how long. 

"Do you know there are things that are illegal to bring
into the UK?" she asked. 

[snip -- see previous cuttings round-up for conversation]

Lots of thoughts raced through me. 

For example, would I have really let her inspect my hard
drive, even knowing I was "innocent"? That, of course, was
entirely irrelevant to me - it's about a principle. 
I thought of my editor - or ex-editor - if I didn't make
the daylong meeting. And I immediately thought of John
Gilmore, founder of Electronic Frontiers Foundation
(http://www.eff.org) and online liberties activist, and how
much I respected him when he refused to board a flight a
few years ago when the airline demanded he present a form
of identification. Had I acquiesced to their mental
thuggery? 

As soon as I realised I was "safe" from being scanned, I
was tempted to pull out my notepad, go into reporter mode,
and make a small scene getting names and superiors and
formal writs of whatever... but suspected it would only get
me locked in a room for a full day.

Then I thought of how, despite in their Kafakaesque zeal to
abuse my privacy, they couldn't even get that right. Not
only did they not have a clue what the Internet is, they
confirmed their ignorance by not even being able to pat me
down digitally. Insult to injury!

It brought back something John Perry Barlow, also an EFF
founder and board member and former songwriter for the
Grateful Dead, once told me about why he doesn't fear US
intelligence agencies. "I've seen them from the inside," he
said, "they will suffer under the weight of their own
ineptitude."

What's at the heart of this is "thought crime"; and
scanning one's computer is paramount to search and seizure
of one's intellectual activity. What if they found
subversive literature about the proper role of government
authority in civil society? Would that have gotten me
busted? And do they store what they scan? Are business
executives with marketing plans willing to have their data
inspected under the umbrella of public safety from a
pornography which is legal throughout the rest of Europe? 

Just the night before I read in the memoirs of William
Shirer, who wrote *The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich*,
about how he was blacklisted for a decade after his name
was cited in *Red Currents*, a magazine that destroyed
hundreds of careers during the McCarthy era. He was
powerless to defend himself.

I see parallels: We are approaching the point where we are
incapable of reasonable discourse on Internet content.
Refuse to boot up for inspection means you've got something
to hide.

To defend civil liberties of the accused means you condone
guilty acts. Question the nature of the censorious policies
in the first place means you are filthy, and as unhealthy
as the wily-eyed porn devourer...

State the obvious: that a large part of the drive for Net
content regulation is driven by hucksters seeking
recognition, and that it is taken to idiotic extremes by a
mass movement of simpletons ignorant of the history of
hysteria in the US, and, well, you're just a typical
lawless cyberlibertarian. Finally, it dawned in me. This
wasn't an aberration at all, but part of a much deeper
trend. It's a British thing, really.

-----------------------------------------------------------------


UK: 29th August 1998
-----------------------------------------------------------------

_New anti-terrorist law will trap paedophiles_ 

  PAEDOPHILES could be arrested and jailed under the emergency 
anti-terrorist legislation going before parliament this week.

The proposals - to be rushed through parliament in two days
- include creating a new offence of conspiring to aid or
commit a serious offence abroad. Yesterday government
spokesmen said the bill will be widely drawn so that it can
be used against those involved in crimes other than
terrorism.

"Those involved in international drug cartels, or in
paedophile or pornography rings - they can all be 
arrested and imprisoned under this," said a Downing
Street spokesman. 

Other provisions of the bill will make the testimony of a
senior police officer admissible in court cases where a
suspect is charged with membership of a banned 
organisation, without corroborative evidence. 

Another proposal will be to increase pressure on suspects
not to exercise their right to silence by allowing the
combination of a policeman's testimony and any refusal 
to answer questions to constitute grounds for conviction.

The new law, which has opposition support, will apply
throughout the United Kingdom and mirrors one that is to 
go through the Dail in Dublin this week. Both laws are in
response to the Omagh bombing.

Underlining the wider scope of the Bill, in the UK it is 
being regarded as Home Office legislation, and therefore 
will be presented by the Home Secretary, Jack Straw, rather 
than a Northern Ireland minister.

Yet concerned Labour MPs have threatened to revolt, and 
there are anxieties in the Lords.

Lord Ackner, a former law lord, said: "I am concerned about
this legislation and how it can fit in with the right to a
fair trial as guaranteed by the European Convention on
Human Rights. I am also unhappy about silence being used as
corroboration."  Tam Dalyell, Labour MP for Linlithgow, 
threatened to vote against the government. 

John Major, the former prime minister, who promoted the
peace process, has so far backed Tony Blair's strategy with
regard to the Good Friday peace deal, but is planning to
raise critical questions about the haste with which the
Government is planning to introduce the new laws. 

Officials are discussing this weekend whether it should
include measures to allow phone-taps to be used in evidence
in British courts for the first time. 

Mr Blair will be discussing the package with ministers at
Chequers on Tuesday before the Bill goes through its
Commons stages on Wednesday. It will go to the Lords on
Thursday and if there are any amendments, the Commons will
be asked briefly to sit again before the legislation is
given Royal Assent on Thursday night.  The Bill would then 
give the security forces and the police the power to begin 
a sweep of suspects next weekend.

-----------------------------------------------------------------




UK: 30th August
-----------------------------------------------------------------

_Sex offence tutors beat blacklist_ 

  TEACHERS who have been blacklisted from schools by the
government for indecently assaulting pupils or using
pornography are continuing to gain access to children.

A Sunday Times investigation has uncovered loopholes in
government regulations which enable the teachers to tutor
children, often on a one-to-one basis, without the parents
knowing about their previous convictions.

The banned teachers are revealed in List 99, a copy of 
which has been seen by The Sunday Times. It details more 
than 2,100 teachers and youth workers from the private 
and state sectors, who have been responsible for hundreds 
of offences ranging from misconduct to indecent assault. 
Local authorities, schools and colleges are supposed to
check the list to establish whether applicants for teaching
posts are safe to recruit. However, the investigation has
uncovered serious flaws in vetting procedures, which enable
banned teachers to carry on tutoring, sometimes with the
backing of an official association.

Other worrying shortcomings in the list have also emerged.
Some teachers with convictions - including one who has been
jailed for violent offences against children in America and
a former art teacher who had unlawful sex with a
13-year-old - are not on the list.

At least three teachers blacklisted by the government are
openly advertising themselves as tutors on registers of
approved teachers which are widely used by parents and are
nationally available. At least a further four teachers
identified on the list are now dead.

Although schools, local education authorities and teacher
supply agencies are required by law to consult List 99,
parents looking for tutors have no access to it or any
other government register of private tutors.

Estelle Morris, schools standards minister, said she was
alarmed by the loopholes revealed by the investigation. "We
will certainly be looking at this more closely," she said. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------



UK: 28th August
-----------------------------------------------------------------

_Vetting move on abuse in schools_ 
  
THOUSANDS of volunteers and non-teaching staff in
Northern Ireland schools face police vetting as part of a
crackdown to protect children from sexual abuse. They may
have to pay 15 pounds to obtain certificates stating that 
they are not paedophiles. 

The most far-reaching proposal is that all non-teaching
staff be vetted. Parents and other volunteers who act as
reading tutors, take part in school trips or help with
other activities will have to submit to formal police
checks. 

The exact details of the plan, which will involve thousands
of people, are to be considered by an education department
working group that must report by the end of December. 
There are fears that many volunteers will resent paying for
police vetting and may withdraw their support to protect
their privacy. 

The burden that vetting will put on police resources has
also caused concern. Proposals to introduce a similar
scheme in Britain have been suspended.
 
Education authorities and police fear that if someone who
has been cleared subsequently commits a sexual offence this
might leave them open to claims for damages. These dilemmas
will have to be considered by the working party.
 
In another initiative involving teachers, a new code of
practice is to be compiled which will give guidance to all
school staff about conduct towards children. It is also
expected to be completed by the end of December.

Teachers are advised never to be in a one-to-one
situations with a child and always to have a witness
present. They are also advised not to give children
lifts in their cars. 

----------------------------------------------------------



South Africa:
----------------------------------------------------------

Schoolgirls offer their favours to score free rides
from minibus drivers 

by: YVETTE VAN BREDA

   SCHOOLGIRL "taxi queens" are having sex with minibus
taxi drivers in exchange for free rides, it has been
claimed.

 "Sex on wheels" between pupils and drivers was not
uncommon, taxi drivers, teachers and pupils at schools in
Grassy Park, Wynberg, Bonteheuwel, Athlone and Mitchell's
Plain confirmed this week.

 A self-confessed 15-year-old taxi queen said: "It starts
with having to take a taxi to school. The drivers flirt
with us when they pick us up. They ask us to sit in front
with them and then we don't have to pay. The girls like
them because they have neat vans, good sound systems, nice
clothes and money and they buy us food and take us
clubbing." Police and taxi bosses say that, in the absence
of information and complaints from the community, they
cannot intervene.

 Cape Metro's investigation concentrated on the Grassy
Park/Wynberg area where the practice was apparently rife,
but according to a Wynberg taxi driver, who echoed what
others had said: "It happens everywhere. Where there are
taxis running, you'll find this happening."

 Nearly three years ago, after it had been learnt that
three girls at one school were pregnant by taxi drivers, an
agreement was brokered among taxi associations, police and
schools in the Grassy Park area.

 Police and taxi association heads said that only one such
complaint had been brought to their attention since - about
two months ago.

 However, a 16-year-old girl said this week she was
pregnant by a former taxi driver she had met on her school
route - evidence that sex still occurs between girls and
taxi drivers. However, most taxi commuters, schoolchildren
and drivers are opposed to it.

 operates from the Wynberg rank said: "These girls are
naive and immature and for some reason they are attracted
to taxi drivers. And the younger ones are worse than the
older ones. Sometimes they are as young as 12 and they
throw themselves at you. I could have (sex with) more than
five in a day, but I'm too busy for that."

 It is a criminal offence to have sex with girls under 16
and the drivers seem well aware of this.

 Girls who admitted having affairs with taxi drivers and
their guards said they knew the men were married and having
other extramarital affairs.

 A 21-year-old driver based at the Wynberg rank said he had
sex with three to five schoolgirls a week.

 "I pick up my flavour of the day about 9am and we drive
around. I drop her off around the first school break or
11am.

 "Then in the afternoon I will meet a girl at the rank
again or at the garage where I fill my van. I buy them food
and they (fondle me) while I drive.

 "But if they don't want to have sex with me, that's the
end of them. No meat, beat it. And I move on to the next
one. I have three to five a week."

 Police spokesman Senior Superintendent John Sterrenberg
said police would investigate thoroughly such incidents,
but to do so they needed formal complaints from the public. 
Steps to curb the "appalling" situation would have to be
initiated by parents, who needed to know where their
daughters were and what they were doing, he said. 

---------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

Grand jury probe targets encryption posted on Net
(8/26/1998)

(*_Correction:_ The strength of Charles Booher's encryption
software was understated in the original version of this
story. Booher's triple DES or 168-bit encryption is not
three times stronger than the current government standard
of single DES or 56-bit encryption; it is exponentially
stronger because each additional bit doubles the number of
possible key combinations.*)

 A Sunnyvale software programmer who posted strong
encryption software on the Internet faces a grand jury
hearing today to determine whether he should stand trial
for violating federal export laws.

 Charles Booher, 39, said he's within his constitutional
rights to "express himself" by posting the
data-scrambling software, which is exponentially stronger
than a current government standard. If indicted, Booher's
case would represent the fourth legal challenge in seven
years to the federal government's curb on exporting
encryption technology. The case is being closely watched by
the software industry and privacy advocates, who argue that
the government's stance on limiting encryption data is
crippling the growth of electronic commerce and is in
violation of First Amendment free speech rights.

 Booher wrote the encryption application in summer 1996 to
keep his spirits up while fighting a third bout of cancer.
His program, SecureOffice, scrambles documents produced by
Microsoft Corp.'s Office 97 for Windows so they can be read
only by those with a digital "key."

A year later, "I put it on the Web to see what kind of
reaction it would get," said Booher, who works at Phase
Metrics, a Fremont company that tests disk drives. 
The reaction came six months later when two Commerce
Department agents knocked on the door of his Sunnyvale
home, grand jury subpoena in hand. 

_Encryption standard_

 Any form of encryption can be distributed in the United
States, but the federal government limits the complexity of
exported data-scrambling software. Current laws require
government approval to export encryption data that's
stronger than 56 bits overseas, and the Department of
Commerce enforces that standard.

Booher's troubles began when he posted the program on the
Internet, which requires an export license from the
Commerce Department because the information could be
disseminated globally. To calculate all the possible
digital keys to unlock Booher's 168-bit software -- which
is exponentially stronger than the government's Digital
Encryption Standard -- would take a supercomputer billions
of years. Law enforcement and intelligence officials fear
the technology could be used by criminals and others to
stymie surveillance.

 "There's a mathematical arms race between guys like me
just having fun with their computers in their spare
bedrooms and the federal government, who wants to control
all of this," Booher said. "Freedom of speech still
exists."
 
_Impact on export rules_

 Privacy and encryption advocates support Booher's
position, but question what impact if any his case will
have on export rules. So far, the government has dodged or
delayed any impact from better-funded challenges. Booher's
father, a retired Nevada attorney, is representing him in
the case. "He's a pretty good street-fighting attorney,
but he doesn't know much about computers," Booher said.

 A University of Illinois professor seeking permission to
post his encryption software code, Snuffle, on the Internet
has won some key rulings, but hasn't been able to alter the
basic export rules. Last year in San Francisco, U.S.
District Judge Marilyn Hall Patel ruled in the case that
software is a "language" protected by the First Amendment
and shouldn't be stymied by regulations governing
encryption exports. The Justice Dept, however, appealed the
decision and a final ruling is expected anytime now.

 Privacy advocates say the suits show that the government
needs to rethink its policy regarding encryption export.
They've argued that cases like Booher's demonstrate that
the government is stifling the growth of both encryption
technology in the United States as well as electronic
commerce. Encryption technology is essential to protecting
privacy and ensuring security, industry supporters say.

 What's more, the government's attempt to control
encryption technology may already be a lost cause, experts
say.

 As for Booher, the First Amendment may be his only wiggle
room.

 "He is breaking new ground," said Dave Banisar, policy
director of Washington-based privacy advocacy group
Electronic Privacy Information Center. "We can only hope
that the ground won't break him in the process."

----------------------------------------------------------


USA Event:
----------------------------------------------------------

_A  national legal symposium: "Nonsexual Nudity: Threat or 
Benign"_
    
 _Florida International University
 North Miami Beach, Florida
 October 9-11, 1998_
 
 A naturist conference on the recent legal attacks on nudity 
 in art and life in the USA.

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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'O' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone, my name is "O" and I am a 19 female and am 
finding myself very fond of younger girls and boys. I am 
very sacred and was feeling quite alone - but I found you 
guys and now I don't feel so alone anymore!  I don't know 
what to say, but I will say that I am wanting to talk 
about things I see and feel. I hope that you will listen! 

'O'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Misty Vain' wrote:
>Thanks for reading and letting me pour my heart out...

This is definitely the place for it. We all share similar feelings
from time to time and try and learn how to deal with them.

--

'Caxton' wrote:
>I wonder how many others had their first sexual experiences 
>at the hands of a loving older brothher or sister?

I remember playing around with my sister but it was not an affair.
Just some mild fondling. I'm not sure that I understood anything
about consent. She would not pose for me like the Playboy girls,
though ;-) The problem with that one was that she later was told 
as an adult that her experience with me was an assault and I had 
to apologize in later life. I don't really think she sees me as a
threat to children, though. She has never withheld her own 
children from me even though I never really spent a lot of time
with them either. I did connect with her one summer when she was 
7 but we lost touch for awhile and by the time we saw each 
other again, she was a teenager and on her own.

--

'Paddington' wrote:
>Uhh,... much pity for myself ... (don't want to ask my wife
>for her feelings :/ )

Why can't you talk to your wife? I know things are not the
same as they have been but do you think you could make
a clearer decision if you had her input? If you left because
of tensions with your wife's friend, would your daughter go
with you? Or could you see her whenever you wanted?

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>Cipolin, I find your comments to be bigoted and near-sighted, 
>to be kind.

Let's not start a flame war here. It's not worth it. We each
must attempt to live honestly, especially among the only
friends it seems we have sometimes (each other).

--

'Beamish': why can't you just add some security measures
and remain. You can't go back now.

--

'Florian' wrote:
>Free yourself from the fear of arrest, and a jail sentence.  
>Destroy all traces of illegal material, and resist the temptation 
>to have underage sex. Express yourself freely in society, without 
>the threat of a raid or going to jail.  Your thoughts are no less valid 
>than anyone elses.

Express freely? You mean everything except our sexual desires,
don't you? As soon as we identify ourselves as pedophiles we
are labeled and judged immediately anyway, whether we say
we are celibate (and not even think about it) or not. Only when 
they get to know us as individual people will they understand 
that we are not like they have imagined, including the nature 
of our sexual desire.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>I've been asked by Rachel's parents and Brittany's grandparents 
>to tutor in math, since they were very pleased with my tutoring 
>services last school year. *beam*

You are so lucky to be able to work with them. That sure beats
chance meetings :-)

'Sanctuary'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Cipolin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

'sLeepLover' wrote:
>OK, so now let me comment.  Cipolin, I find your comments to be 
>bigoted and near-sighted, to be kind.  It is that very kind of 
>thinking that's at the root of all sexual, stereotypical misgivings.  
>Just because one is a ped does NOT mean that one is constantly 
>thinking about fu*king any child they can, and I would think you'd 
>know that.  I have had, and still occasionally have, sexual thoughts 
>about some of my own children, but most of the time, I do not.  
>There are many a time I find one of my children "exposed" in their 
>beds, and when I go to cover them up, it is not so that I might 
>linger on their nudity, but because I love them, and they are cold.  
>Does that make any sense to you?  Your comments suggest that you 
>might also think that a homosexual man is constantly looking at 
>any man's ass they can.  I am embarrassed for you.

Embarrassed?  Why?  I stand by what I said, and I think 'Sanctuary'
understood what I was saying from his response to me.  But I'll 
elaborate a little anyway.  

A lot of contributors in ASGL-L have a tendency to cast themselves as the
innocent victims of society / political correctness / the church / the
state / <insert institution> without thinking much about their own
motivations.  (This is what 'Sanctuary' was doing when he claimed
victimisation in getting 'caught' tucking the little girl in).  It's 
not as "black and white" as this.

Before you jump up and down I should point out that I don't think we're
"guilty" either - it's not a question of either guilt or innocence.  I'm
sorry to have to make an example of 'Sanctuary' because he's not the only
one who does it, but the 'just tucking the kids in' story exemplified this
"but I'm an innocent victim!" mentality.

Casting yourself as a victim feeds into the child abuse industry's
theories.  Ie. they would argue, the peadophile feels s/he's a victim /
powerless, and the only way s/he can regain power is through seeking to
sexually dominate the least powerful - children (simplified - but that's
the crux).  If you don't subscribe to this (as I don't - as I'm sure anyone
who has true peadophile tendencies would not) then you shouldn't play into
enemy hands by claiming victim status.  That's the easy way out.

Instead, why not acknowledge that while tucking in the child may well be an
expression of love / affection, it does not preclude a sexual desire - it
would be disingenuous, on a peadophile support group, to claim otherwise.
(By the same token, it doesn't mean you're going to turn into a raving
sex-crazed loony either - I never suggested that).

As for your claim I'm 'bigoted' - I don't know exactly how you arrived at
that.  It's usually the label thrown at someone we disagree with but can't
find an adequate argument to counter (as in, you're a racist! / fascist! /
homophobe! / idiot! / smelly! etc etc. - all evocative terms but none of
much argumentative worth.)  Merely offering an opinion does not make one a
bigot.

Regards,

'Cipolin'

----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello to everyone! I have recently subscribed to ASGL-L and thought it was
polite to introduce myself. I will be using the name FREDDY although of
course that isn't my real name, but its easier to relate to someone who
has name rather than an anonymous figure. I will not say anything else
about myself in this posting. That can wait until later. I have enjoyed
reading about all your experiences and look forward to hearing more in
the future.

'Freddy'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> I still find myself trolling the newsgroups and the web when I have
> nothing better to do, but most of the stuff that's on there is spam
> these days anyway.  It's always a treat, though, to find some new
> pictures by DreamWeaver or Shadetree.  Those two are real artists,
> DreamWeaver with his video-capture card and Shadetree with his camera.

It's just a question of choosing the right newsgroup: You can find
Dreamweaver with daily new [legal] material (and I don't think I'm 
exaggerating either) on alt.binaries.pictures.fashion.youth. Shadetree 
will be found there too, while the amount of spam is rather low. If 
your news provider does not carry the group, you should change that 
ASAP, and watch alt.binaries.pictures.children for the time being. Thanks 
to the work of Little Rascal that group is outstandingly spam-poor, and 
Dreamweaver will post there as well, as well as a number of youth 
fashion magazine scanners.

I have forwarded your remark, as well as those of PK1 and Desire in
another thread, to Dreamweaver (I have much contact with him at the
moment as we are in the process of erecting a new group,
alt.binaries.pictures.child.starlets). His reaction was:

>  Wow!!  Thanks very much for showing me those, means alot to know people 
>  write things like that.

--

Movies:
-------

New this week are "stars" to show the quality of the movie and its girl
presence. The meaning is something like:

girls:
0: Possibly without any girls at all
*: Girls probably present
**: Girls present
***: Nice girl presence
****: Girl presence in major roles
*****: Absolute Girl-watcher classic

quality:
0: Worthless
*: Probably not worth watching
**: Rather bad
***: Not bad
****: Good movie
*****: Classic

Note that both numbers have been given by me without having seen the
movie itself, so don't be surprised when I'm wrong.

This week there are, believe it or not, two biographies of famous
girl-lovers! On Sunday the WDR shows 'The adventures of Mark Twain',
on Monday the BBC goes for Charlie Chaplin. Apart from this there
are also a few nice girl movies. Not a bad week, and the early Monday
morning brings an extra tractation for those of you who like boys as
well.

--

Saturday, 22.00, BBC 1: The Brady Bunch movie (USA, 1995) - Olivia Hack
The naive 70s family (father, mother, 6 children) is placed in the 
90s. If they do not find $20,000 quick, they will be forced to sell 
their house. Girls: ***, quality: ***
http://209.132.16.88/lobby/indexes/ohbbm.html

Sunday, 13.45, West 3: Mary Poppins (USA, 1964) - Karen Dotrice (8)
The two children of a banker get a new nanny, who guides them around
the magical world. Their father is less happy about her methods.
Disney-musical. Oscar for Julie Andrews as the nanny. Girls: ****,
quality: *****
http://209.132.16.88/lobby/indexes/kdmp.html

Sunday, 0.05, West 3: The adventures of Mark Twain (USA, 1943) - Lynn
 Baggett (15)
Biography. Girls: *, quality: ***1/2

Sunday, 0.35, BBC1: Father, Dear Father (UK, 1973)
A single man has troubles with his two early teenage daughters. He
looks for a mother, and decides the cleaning lady would be the perfect
wife. Follow-up of the comedy series. Girls: 6, quality: unknown

Monday, 7.50: BBC2: The Kid (USA, 1921) - Jackie Coogan (6c5 (boy))
A boy is orphaned, but a tramp (Charlie Chaplin) takes care of him.
Five years later his mother, now an opera diva, starts looking for
him, but the tramp has grown so fond of the boy that he doesn't want
to let him go. Girls: 0, quality: *****
http://www.mdle.com/ClassicFilms/PhotoGallery/thekid.htm

Monday, 15.10, BBC1: Escape to Witch Mountain (USA, 1975) - Kim
 Richards (10)
A man pretends to be the uncle of two orphaned youngsters with
psychic powers to lure them into the claws of his megalomaniacal 
boss. A widower helps them in their escape. Girls: *****, quality: ****
http://209.132.16.88/lobby/indexes/kimrichew.html

Monday, 23.20, BBC1: Chaplin (USA, 1992) - Milla Jovovich (16), Diane
 Lane (16)
Biography. Girls: **, quality: **1/2
http://download.filepile.com/nc/d2/12311/pic/milla2.jpg

Thursday, 20.30, SBS6: Mrs. Doubtfire (USA, 1993) - Mara Wilson (5), Lisa
 Jakub (14)
A woman divorces from her husband, a . He loves his children, and when he 
hears he only gets to see them once a week, he decides that that's not 
enough. Luckily his wife needs a housekeeper, and he applies for the 
job, disguised as an old Scottish lady, and gets it. Implausible story, 
but at times extremely funny. Girls: ****, quality: ***1/2

Thursday, 21.40, Nederland 1: Parental ambition (UK, 1998)
Documentary about three young girls, who are working on a career as
a skater, ballet dancer and horse-rider, and their (sometimes extremely
pushing) families. Last in a 5-part documentary series about the
influence and meaning of youth experiences. Girls: ****, quality: ?

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Argus' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Sihme' wrote:
>I don't know about the rest of you but to me it seems that
>adults are always happy for me to interact with their charges, so far
>anyway.  

It varies. As I've said before, at a mixed children/adults party, I'm the
sort of person who often ends up sitting in the corner talking with a small
crowd of the kids, and the adults are quite happy to let me do it (whether
they know me or not) - or maybe there's a sort of trust circle at parties
of friends: "If he knows my friend (the host) he must be alright."

But sometimes I strike an adult who's obviously wary. The other day, I ran
into a relative of T, my love of a few months ago, now sadly returned
overseas. Apologizing for not recognising him immediately, I said "there's
not so much communication goes on between our families since T went
(referring to my daughter's friendship with her)" and I got a very odd look
and immediate change of subject. I wonder how much he knew or suspected.
But then wondering that is a pretty permanent condition for girl-lovers,
and I may have totally misread his reaction.

>Unfortunately I had to leave at that stage for a lecture, but in
>retrospect I think I should have stayed as they had invited me to play
>soccer with them.  The point to this story is that I have finally >managed 
>to 'break into' a school group on excursion in a meaningful way.  This 
>feat has hitherto been impossible for me.  Has anyone else managed this?

You obviously don't have a school-age daughter. I get asked on a regular
basis; I get begged. Every 'permission slip' for an outing comes with: "I
am able/unable to help with organisation." Occasionally, I have found the
time to tag along, but sad to say I've not sparked any close friendships
through this route.

I would have found the soccer game invitation difficult to resist, tho'.
Hell, what's one lecture? Or were you the lecturer?

A quote (unconsciously) from my elder daughter re my presence on a school
outing many years ago: "you can sit with the other mothers" (I'm male, in
case you wondered). And that's the point; I was far more the
part-time-working parent in those days. The way things are usually set up,
mothers get the chance to go on school excursions much more often than
fathers.

'Argus'
---------------------------------------------------------------



'Paddington' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote, reacting to me:
>Do you really think that your child is being harmed by
>thinking about "adult" issues at a young age? I have
>always thought that children could handle the truth if
>they were told it. You obviously have the opportunity
>to tell her the truth.

No, not harmed by thinking "adult" issues, but by the 
consequences of my unability for proper emotional 
relations, my mixed feelings about myself and the resulting
reactions I show. I have sometimes more trouble with
myself than my daughter with my love for her. As all 
her reactions and answers show, she seems to have 
adopted my view, that adults which loves children
also with sexual feelings and desires are not bad if
the relation is based on love and acceptance of the
different wishes and abilities. I've told her the truth
as far as I self know it, so it is not _she_ who feels
mad...

But - my changing behaviour was a pain for my wife, who
with all reason has seen a rival in her relation with
me, facing all those mind-cracking thoughts like 
"impossible to be a rival for your daughter" and 
"why me" and "What I'm guilty for?" and so on - well
described in a book from German pedo-hunter and woman's-
right - fighter Ursula Enders "Suess war ich,
bitter war's" (I was sweet and it was bitter) which I
bought for myself and her among the other stuff. 
It was a release from her soul pain to read about
the other woman / mothers with same experiences. While I
have had ASGL-L as a help to understand myself and
to get responses she have had nobody until she found
her now "friend". He knows that I'm attracted to
children, but thinks it may be a changeable behaviour,
based on an difficult childhood. I'm not in the mood to 
discuss this with him, he might try to understand, 
but it's "another world" ...  

So, near on destroying my family basis I have now the
trouble to see my wife in another man's arms and my
child in fear that we may divorce too early (it
is clear, that we will divorce later). 

If there are other fathers with some desire for their
own daughters - the troubles you have to face are
too much (for me) to go the same way again, if I could
jump back in time. My daughter may be something special,
but sex in the way I have thought about in the beginning
isn't her thing and what we now have is much more 
normal father-daughter-relation than an incestual
relation, beside she knows about my attractions/wishes/
needs - and sends me to the bathroom (hurry up and come 
back!) :).  

--

'Florian' wrote:
>I once owned a substantially large collection of child 
>pornography, which I felt was the only way I could 
>attain sexual satisfaction.  I now know this is not the 
>case.  The more pornography I got, the more frustrated I 
>became, because I could never reach the real thing. ...

I felt the frustration more about the impossibility that
the children could have enjoyed this kind of "beeing 
photographed" and their joy is what me makes me feeling
good. I have had (past perfect is the right time-form)
something real, but what I have seen on some of the
pictures must have been a torment for the children and 
I don't like this stuff. It was interesting enough to see
that most of the pictures with real sexual handling
seems to come from European / Western sources (I've
read there are around 5000 pictures from former legal
magazines from Sweden and the Netherlands), while most
of the Japanese pictures focus more on the natural
beauty of the body itself.  So, because I love
beautyful girls I have pictures of them, from starlets
to japanese, but I avoid the "sexual offending" material
- and nearly everything is behind a 256bit-encryption-wall.

I'm sorry for 'Beamish', but because in Win95 and WinNT
nearly everthing is organized in folders one can make 
a little batch, that may clean the "recent"-folder and
all temp-directories and call BCWIPE to kill the rest.

>I could stand up in the middle of town and yell, 
>'I am a pedophile, and I love young girls', and 
>there's nothing anyone can do, except reject my beliefs.

Sounds as a dream - I think they will reject you... and
looking for the sad stories about USA and Great Britain
- may be, 'n.s. aristoff' can tell you something about people
who have imagined to do and possess nothing illegal.

And - you think we could act as openly as the homosexuals
have done, if we don't do anything illegal - but, as I've
said once before - people can _ignore_ homophiles since
they know it is not infectious, but we seem to be a danger
for their children. The possession of so declared "illegal"
material is, if it is made without exploitation, physical
and psychical danger for the children, nothing more than 
a right, that every "normosexual" people could use
on (nearly) every newspaperstand. But parents have to face
jail for photos of their own child in the bathtub...
[They ask questions] You live alone? Why do you have this girl-
picture from your superstore on your desk? I know, she is 
clothed from neck to toe - but where are the playboy-mag's 
you should have as a normosexual? Heh - you don't like big 
tits? Uups - but tiny girls ??? I don't think we would have
a good chance to cry "I'm a pedo and (oh God what - like,
love ???) your children!" without calling a mob to kill us.

--

From Ianthe's News Clippings:

>The Scotsman, August 98:
>PREDATORY paedophiles who stalk children's playgrounds
>  [ How's that for a scary intro! ]
>could in future be identified and intercepted by the use of
>electronic tags. 
>
>According to the Scottish company that makes the tags,
>technology already exists to allow the installation of
>receivers and transmitters in playgrounds. 

And just a few days ago in Daily Telegraph (UK) was an 
article about a British prof, who is the first man to have
an electronic device implanted which can interact with
his laboratory equipment - switch the light on, switch
his pc on and off and so on - and give his secretary
the ability to see always on a screen where in the house 
he is. Link this stories and you will face a future
George Orwell's "1984" will look like children's playground ...

--

Now, the grinning is back to me,
hope my hat is waterproof in this damned rain,

'Paddington'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'sLeepOVER' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Misty Vain' wrote: 
>Hi! This is my first time posting here, so I'd like to introduce 
>myself. I'm a 21-year-old student living in [Scandanavia]. 

Welcome.  It's a pleasure to meet you, and I love your name. :)

>For certain I know that I had a terrible crush on Ariana Richards 
>after I saw her in Jurassic Park, so it must be some five years ago. 

No sh*t!?  Me too!  Did you, like I did, buy the video, just so you 
could freeze that particular frame where you can capture all of her, 
including that wonderful smile, not to mention that hint of breast 
development? <g>

>...I'm afraid that chatting and playing may prove not to be enough.

I know exactly how you feel, but trust me, you will be alright.  
Just remember to enjoy their presence, keep your thoughts and 
your "privates" private, and later, enjoy your private thoughts 
in private, and you'll do fine. :)

>About the future? I have no idea what I want to do in the future. 
>Marrying a woman seems to be quite loathsome

Why do you think that?

>...and having children 
>would put me in very difficult situation. However tempting it was to 
>have children of your own, it would make a horrible situation...

It doesn't have to be, no bullsh*t.  I can only speak for myself, and 
yes, at times, you will vigorously question yourself; this is normal, 
I believe.  But I also think that, like me, you will find that just 
because you might have an occasional attraction to your children, 
and then feel the guilt associated with it, you would/will later 
see it as a blessing of sorts, because that little 'guilt trip' will 
hopefully keep you legal.  Sounds awful I know, but it's realistic; 
it wouldn't matter a hill of beans if your child is ok with it, 
because if the law's not, sooner or later you're going to hear 
from them.

>Thanks for reading and letting me pour my heart out...

Thanks for sharing, and try not to be down about things. "Life 
is what you make it." Make it a party! :->>

--

'Sanctuary wrote:  
>'Paddington' wrote:
>so my life is now bitter-sweet, mixed from
>guilt, the fears of seeing with open eyes my daughters
>emotional development beeing troubled by me and the
>moments of deep love between her and me. 

Do you really think that your child is being harmed by
thinking about "adult" issues at a young age? I have
always thought that children could handle the truth if
they were told it. You obviously have the opportunity
to tell her the truth.

Am I missing something here?  I agree with you 'Sanctuary' 
so am I missing something here, 'Paddington'?

--

'Caxton' wrote:  
>I discovered my paedophilic urges when my sister turned 7 & I was 13 - 
>she was the most gorgeous girl I had ever seen & our subsequent mutual 
>love affair went on until she was 13 when we were discovered having sex 
>in her bed. There was a big scandal which was hushed up, but I was thrown 
>out of the house. I had to have treatment, but I have never lost my 
>sexual attraction to girls of 7 - 13. 

If I may ask, how are things between you and your sister now?  I 
only ask because I never had a sister, but did have an adopted 
first-cousin, at roughly the same age-ratios as you describe, 
and we still love each other very closely.  Has time been a 
positive force?

>I wonder how many others had their first sexual experiences 
>with the hands of a loving older brothher or sister?

Well, I for one certainly wouldn't equate my first "experiences" 
with my sibling as being anything other than violent, but I 
can say that I had some very nice, sexual experiences with 
my cousins. :)

>I would love to get in touch with other paedophiles for mutual support, 
>but how do I do it?

Right here; that's what it's all about. ;)

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:  
>...the ACLU's recent stance regarding a minor's 
>right to see what some may consider to be pornographic material.
  'Ianthe' replied: 
  [ Wasn't it the other way around - that adult viewing shouldn't
     be "dumbed down" to a level which censorious adults think
     a child would not find 'upsetting' ? ] 

Umm, no, unless I'm misreading it, I think it's a hell-of-
a-positive change.  Am I misreading this??  Your input/opinion?

--

>    [ Search Alta Vista for: "Spunk Press" Emma Goldman
>     which should pick up free online copies of her writings. ]

I did man, and thank you!  I realize that most wouldn't think 
this topic to be related, but I do.  Would you not agree, is 
she fascinating or what!?  Are there any points you disagree 
with, and if so, why?

Slipping Back Into Tricky,

'sLeepOVER'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

I have suffered a tremendous loss this week. The friend I told you 
about who made me confess my feelings to him, because he said he was 
dealing with his own sexual orientation and was looking for answers,  
sent me email this week telling me that he and his wife had separated 
and she took custody of my daughter's life friend V...

He said that the mother heard about what happened to me last summer 
(playing with the teens) and this summer (drinking a beer on campus) 
and has decided that V... is to have no contact with our family.

I have given them nothing to fear but I believe it actually stems 
from the fact that I told my friend all about me and, even though he 
said he understood me, panicked when I actually manifested friendly 
behavior toward children. He has also been quick to believe false 
reports about me (my supposed approach of a student this summer) 
and was the one who tried to talk me out of my relationship with J... 
I thought for sure that he understood, especially since he has his 
own lover to justify.

He said that he was hurt by my disregard for his career and that he
was reprimanded for hiring me in the first place. I still contend 
that my actions did not warrant the swift retribution they received 
but I am sorry that the children have to pay for it. I am convinced 
that I am being judged unfairly but it appears as though the break 
is irreparable.

V... DID call my daughter this weekend from her father's house so 
maybe she will keep in touch. She loves the phone and definitely has 
a mind of her own.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------------





'Hum_bert' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all! I wrote earlier about the book Fairyland by, Paul J. McAuley, 
and provided links to Amazon pages about the book. Well I've read it now 
and I do believe it does have interest for girl-lovers. 

Fairyland is a cyberpunk book. If your not familiar with that genre here 
is website with a definition and more info about it: 

http://www.cs.helsinki.fi/~tjpasika/cyberpunk/

Also the movie Blade Runner would be a good introduction, and then the 
novels of Philip K. Dick, William Gibson, and Neal Stephenson. 
Stephenson wrote The Diamond Age, which I believe Ianthe reviewed on the 
Fresh Petals girl-love novels list.(The Diamond Age is a great book as 
well.)  

Fairyland is similar to the Diamond Age in that it involves 
nanotechnology and the internet extensively, but unlike The Diamond Age 
is only nominally about a young girl. The main character, Alex Sharkey, 
is an unusual hero for this sort of book, in that he is a large man. He 
is continually made fun of and called "fat arse" many times in the book. 
He is a designer of genetically engineered drugs, and a biological 
hacker. His aid is enlisted by a 12 yr old girl named Milena to create a 
method of bringing a genetically engineered race of slaves called only 
"Dolls" into full sentience. 


Alex spends very little time with Milena before she achieves her goal 
and then disappears. The novel then takes a very dark turn as Alex and 
his friends are drawn into the circumstances of the mysterious deaths of 
a number of young girls. Alex does not see Milena again for 12 years, 
but prior to  their reunion he meets two young girls who resemble 
her,"His first thought is that its Milena. His second is that she's far 
too young. He has to look twice to be sure, because he was expecting to 
meet his old love at last. But it isn't her. He'd know her anywhere, no 
matter how well she disguised herself, how much she'd changed, or been 
changed."

Its not clear whether or not Alex is a girl-lover. It is suggested that 
Milena has cast a kind of spell, or nanotechnological "glamour" upon 
him. This book is not for the squeamish, nor the faint of heart. If you 
enjoyed The Diamond Age then this would probably be a nice follow up.

'Hum_bert'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Ok.. Here are the main points of the new laws in Finland. They 
come into effect January 1, 1999. (I'll try to do my best to
translate them...)

- 'possession of child-depicting picture that violates 
sexual decency':

This includes 'fotographs, videotapes, motion pictures, or
another truthful record of picture that depicts a child in sexual
intercourse or in other way that apparently violates sexual decency'.
Punishment is fine or a maximum of six months.

- 'sexual exploitation of a child' (in Finnish this is the same
  word as what sexual abuse is usually translated)

This  includes:
  -'sexual intercourse with a child that is under 16 years old'
  -'by touching or in other way making a sexual deed to a child 
   that is under 16 years old, which is ideal [/suitable] for 
   damaging his/her development'
  -making him/her to do such thing
Punishment is maximum of four years.

- 'gross sexual exploitation of a child'

It gets to this if the deed is ideal [/suitable] for producing
especially much damage for various reasons. The punishment is
one to ten years.

Then there is buying sexual services from a minor, with
punishment up to six months. 

Trying to do any of these is punishable, and these apply even
if you are a Finnish citizen but outside Finland.

Sexual deed is defined as a deed that seeks sexual stimulation 
or satisfaction and that is 'sexually essential' (whatever that 
means).

'?'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

News cuttings:
>whilst in Germany it is a person under 14
>years of age. This difference in defining the age of a
>child has provided pornographers with the defence that,
>what is considered an indecent photograph of a child in one
>country may actually be lawful in the country of origin.

This is not exactly true! AFAIK here in Germany it is not 
allowed to show pornographic material of persons under the 
age of 18. Even though a child really is defined as a 
person under 14 here. So you may have sexual contact
to a 15yo, but you mustn't make any kind of pictures of it.

   [ I think there is different definition of pornographic
     on a continent where adult hardcore is legal.  Is 
     child _nudist_ material defined as "pornographic" ? ]

--

Hi Misty Vain,

> does it sound silly that one word could make someone so happy?

:-) To me it sounds like normal! I think everyone here knows the 
phenomenon.

>I'm not even sure if I should be seeking more contact with girls,
>because I'm afraid that chatting and playing may prove not to
>be enough.

I think it is the other way round. In my eyes it is much more 
dangerous to have no contact to children because then you start 
living in an own fictional world in which children get attributes 
that they do not have.

--

Hi 'Eva_Io', you wrote:
> In Australia, there's a new film about to come out soon called "Amy".
>Alana De Roma is the 8-year-old actress who plays the title role, and
>she is a quite a discovery!

Does someone know if this film is available in German and what 
its name is?

--

Hi SLeepLOVER,
>I am adding it to my list now, and keep up
>the good work! :)

Did you publish this list in the net? I'd like to see it, because 
I want to rent some US-films at reel.com.

   [ The author of the list is working on a printed book
     version which will be available from Alessandra's
     Smile soon. ]

--

Hi Florian,

I deleted my [...]net fileserver and over 600 perfect pics half a 
year ago. It felt great but was terribly hard! I had a long 
time missing these images and I still do, but you are right, 
it is the best we can do. If you like to help pedophiles in 
Germany there is a thing I would ask you (and all the others
here) to do. I work on a German pedophile support page
(www.baumstark-online.de) and we are in a general update now. I 
am thinking of making this page international in translating 
it into English, too. Do you speak German well? Can you (or 
anyone else) help me translating?

--

Hi GL7,

Why aren't you allowed to communicate with Kim anymore? I have 
not read anything about that. (Or did I forget it?)

--

Hi ALL,

When I sometimes read your Postings I get the feeling that here in
Germany we are the nearest to accept pedophiles. There are a lot 
of discussions here about paedophilia. Even a politician created 
the word pedocriminal to distinguish between peds and molesters. 
I feel that Germany is a bit of on the right way. It is not yet 
perfect but it's getting better.

You should really type the words Mischa Barton in a search engine!

Hoping that tolerance improves all over the world, yours,

'Simon'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Paddington' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

BTW, I've just startet to translate the Martinson book into
German, if you are interested that will force me...

'Paddington'
------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Maybe 'Simon' could put in on his site ? ]



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

--

'Beamish' writes:
>Greetings Everyone! It is with sad heart that this will be my last
>post for awhile, and that I must depart from the group.

I'll miss you, Beamish!  Take care of yourself, friend!

--

'Florian' writes:
>It is my wish that prejudice against intergenerational relationships 
>cease.  For this to happen, we need to unite and fight our oppressors.  

Agreed.  Only in unity can we be strong enough to withstand them.

<snip>
>fear of feeling dirty, or being arrested.  Sure, I am still a girl lover 
>(pedophile), but I cannot be arrested for it.  I could stand up in the 
>middle of town and yell, 'I am a pedophile, and I love young girls', and 
>there's nothing anyone can do, except reject my beliefs.  The police may 
>even search my house, but they won't find a thing.  As long as I do not 
>possess child pornography, or have sex with children, I am a free to 
>voice my opinions and beliefs.
>
>That is why I ask you, do not seek child pornography.  The more you do 
>these things, the longer we will remain outcasts.  We will never build 
>up enough support if we are all behind bars.  The biggest reason why 
>pedophiles are not outspoken in society, is that they fear arrest and 
>the threat of jail.  You cannot be arrested for just voicing an opinion.  

Unfortunately you are wrong on this point.  In today's atmosphere of
hysteria over paedophiles, even an unfounded accusation is enough to
get you jailed for a long time (just look at what happened in
Wenatchee (sp?)), and standing up in public stating that you are a
lover of young children will get you railroaded in an instant.  The
only evidence they need to sink you forever is your "confession" ...
"But he stood up in the town sqaure and *said* he was a child molester!"
... whether you use those words or not, that's how it will be 
interpreted.  Besides, if they can't find any hard evidence against you,
they'll just manufacture some.  It's been done before, and it will be
done again.

The whole point of our fight is that these feelings, and the actions
that may or may not accompany them, *should* *not* *be* *criminal*
*in* *the* *first* *place*!!!!!!

Our fight is the most difficult that there is: we must overcome
centuries worth of indoctrination against both sexuality in general,
and children's sexuality in particular.

#define long_winded_rant ON

The main point that our opponents have against us is that children
are not capable of having sexual thoughts and feelings.  This is a
falsehood propagated by religions based in Christian puritanism and
Islamic fundamentalism (Buddhism, Taoism, Hinduism and even Shinto
all recognize that children are full-fledged human beings with all
the phisiology and emotions that go with being human ... just in a
smaller package ...) and serves the primary purpose of keeping
children subservient to parents, clergy, and state.  Acknowledging
that children can *and do* have sexuality would begin a trend that
would completely destroy the power bases of most religious organizations
that depend on their heirarchy to control their congregations.

To me, the biggest problem our society has it the misuse of power.
The greatest abuse I can immagine perpetrating on a child is the use
of the all-pervasive phrase "because I'm your [father|mother|teacher|
policeman|elected official]" rather than explaining, truthfully, the
reasons behind such things as why they shouldn't play with matches,
or hit their siblings.

Christian religions hold the fear of going to hell over the heads of
their congregations to keep them in line, rather than teaching them
the application of faith; our government tries to hold the fear of
the courts and prisons over the heads of our young people to keep
them out of gangs and drug activities, rather than giving them
something better to do; parents hold the threat of punishment over
the heads of their children, rather than taking advantage of their
children's natural craving for knowledge to educate and empower them.

That's why our opponents can't understand us.  We don't want to have
power over children, we want them to be our equals.  The opposition
doesn't comprehend that because to them the world is all about having
power over other people, making other people do what they want them
to do, think what they want them to think.  Why else do you think
our schools are set up like factories?  The schools aren't about
education, they're about indoctrinating and enforcing the conformity
wanted by those who have power.

It's not our alleged threat to children that has the proverbial "them"
scared of us, it's our willingness to be different, our individuality,
our refusal to conform to what "they" want us to be!  *That* is the
threat we represent to them.  They care less about protecting the
welfare of the children than they do about the threat people like us
represent to their authority and control.  If it were not so, they
would not pass idiotic legislation like making it a criminal offense to
take a person under the age of 18 across state lines to receive pre-
natal care or other Title X health care without parental notification.
What about the teenage daughter of the man who beats her mother for
not making his morning coffee hot enough, who was raped by the high
school football quarterback and doesn't dare tell her father? Why should
it be a crime for her to go to a trusted friend to take her to the
nearest available public clinic (which happens to be in the next state)
for health care and advice without telling the father who would beat 
her for getting raped in the first place?  Where is the best interest 
of the child served there?  It is not, of course!  The whole purpose 
for the law is to re-enforce the existing power structure, and to 
bolster the power of those who are in authority.

I happen to have known a girl, aged 13 at the time, who was in just
that situation.  She ended up dying from toxemia, a condition which
could have been prevented by proper pre-natal care.  She didn't get
that prenatal care because of a parental notification law like the
one recently brought before the US Senate, and she was so afraid of
being beaten by her father (*again*), that she didn't want him to
find out about her pregnancy by rape.

Another good example of the kind of abuse of power I refer to is
the idiotic tobacco and alcohol legislation found throughout the
US.  At the age of 18, a young person is deemed old enough to die
for his/her country, but is neither old enough to buy a pack of
cigarettes or a beer.  Why is a person old enough to put thier
life on the line for their nation, but not old enough to make the
decision of whether or not to smoke or drink alcohol?  I find that
absolutely absurd!  

Now don't get me wrong ... I don't smoke, and I don't drink, and I
try my best to persuade those around me not to participate in these
self-destructive activities, but I don't *ever* try to force my
lifestyle on them, by law or any other means of coersion.

Our fight, my friends, is not merely a fight for our own liberation.
It is a struggle against one of the most basic and ancient paradigms
of our society.  I firmly believe that children are *real* *people*,
and deserve the right to make informed, educated decisions about
their lives, including their sexuality.

Granted, children often do not have the information they need (who's
fault is that, hmmmm?) to make good decisions, and should look to
those of us who came before for help and guidance.  But they should
do it out of love for us and respect for our greater wisdom and
experience in life, rather than out of fear of reprisal.

Knowledge is power, and those who keep knowledge for themselves do
nothing to better society, but rather conspire to keep power for
themselves, and out of the hands of others.  Our children deserve to
have knowledge about their bodies and their bodily functions, and
about the pleasures and hazards associated with sexuality, so that
they can decide, *for themselves*, if and when it's time to have sex.

Your advice, Florian, to avoid child pornography and relationships
with children is good, but is by no means a workable defense against
legal action against you.  Membership in a group that 'advocates'
paedophilia is grounds for arrest on conspiracy charges in the US,
and even fabricated accusations get people thrown in jail and their
families torn apart.  The merest hint of the possibility that someone
is a paedophile has gotten people murdered and their houses burned,
and the perpetrators of these very real crimes have gotten no more
that a slap on the wrist because they were "acting to protect out
children from the paedophile monster" ... "but he wasn't really a
paedophile." ... "Oh, well.  Better safe than sorry".

Personally, I wish there were a way I could publicize my relationship
with Rachel for the world to see, to show them that it is a wholesome,
fulfilling, equal relationship for both of us, and that it does her
absolutely no harm, but, quite to the contrary, has done her a great
deal of good!  Only by showing people that such relationships *are*
good, wholesome, and desirable can we overcome the conditioning that
sex in general is bad, and that sex with consenting children is worse.

#undef long_winded_rant

--

'Sunstorm' writes:
<poem snipped>
Thank you, Sunstorm!  That was beautiful!

--

Ah, well, it's time for me to get back to work.

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Cippola,

You wrote that we should be "honest to ourselves" about our feelings 
here....  Lets be honest and realistic.

This is a public forum.  ANYONE can subscribe to the list. Do you 
expect people to begin announcing to the world (through this list 
we are on) or any questionable behavior that MAY, POSSIBLY have 
occurred?

We must SURVIVE in the real world.  None of us wants to end up in a list 
of "offenders" for the rest of our lives, or be stripped of anonymity 
(which is our only protection right now).

'?'
---------------------------------------------------------------------


'n.s. aristoff' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

>The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) estimate that
>over 50 per cent of all child pornography seized in the
>United States depicts boys rather than girls. Canadian
>Customs estimates that figure at 75 per cent for Canada. In
>contrast, in Japan, it is female minors that are
>predominantly exploited in pornographic material. The
>gender of the child victims, displayed via computer
>networks, is constantly in flux and difficult to determine
>with any precision. 

You would think that it would be fairly easy to study.  Pick a
cross-section of groups (which are finite), download everything for
specified periods of time, and count! Duhhhhhhhhhh.  Shows how f*cking
lazy and dishonest law enforcement creeps really are.

  [ I believe there's a proposal in to set up a huge child porn
    /erotica "reference collection" in the UK, to basically cross 
    reference and try to identify the children in the pictures. 
    I would have thought that they would then find it fairly
    simple to to do a proper content-analysis study and detrmine
    exactly what the proportions of hard/nudist, boys/girls etc
    are.  One suspects they would find that 90 percent is mere
    nude/semi-nude portraits which would not have raised an
    eyebrow twenty years ago. ]

--

>From a newspaper article:

>"Before the change, some people accused of collecting child
>porn avoided conviction because the law required a person
>to have three or more articles -- such as magazines, films
>or books -- featuring child pornography to be prosecuted
>for possession. A computer, some argued in court, counted
>as only one -- even though it could contain hundreds or
>housands of pictures."

And guess what?  Not a single American court credited this argument.

--

>Detective Chief Superintendent Des Donohoe, head of CID in
>Dorset, said: "Paedophiles move on quickly. They are almost like
>gypsies, moving from town to town looking for opportunities." 

<# irony on>
Paedophiles are also like gypsies.  Gypsies kidnap your kids to take
them away to work.  Paedophiles kidnap them for sex and child
pornography.

Paedophiles are also like Jews. They control the media, causing the
publication of all sorts of heinous erotic images, they have strange
sacraments.  While Jews use the blood of Christian babies for their
sacraments, paedophiles sacrifice Christian children on the altar of
sex.
<# irony off>

Remember what happens to the gypsies and Jews in Hitler's Germany?  
This time around, though, it will be oh-so-much-more-civilized.  
Only a few will be gassed.  Many more (as in California) will 
undergo forced castration and inhuman incarceration.  My how things 
have changed!

--

I am working on an article for a popular mag, [.... ....], and dealing
with this issue of criminogenic porn.  What does Howitt say?  Being in
Brasil doesn't exactly give me access to the research, so I have to rely
on the kindness of strangers (and friends)?  I need all the evidence I
can get to fight this "blood libel."

>     Howitt, Dennis.
>     Pornography and the paedophile: Is it criminogenic?
>     68, British Journal of Medical Psychology, 15, 24 (1995) ]

'n.s. aristoff'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




ends
